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Iſenters. are accuſed of Schilm by fomg:of 
this Church, both theſe and the other tre. 
branded not only as Schilmaticks,.: but \ as. 
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Hereticks by the Papilts. oY wbo fron this account | 
judge w..worthy to kue,and bad aftually defirayet 
both together, if God in Mercy had not difcos 
verd | their deviliſh. Plot. ' The. diſcovery ya 
them ſome | intexruption, and- put them-uponr ana. 
ter-game, te retrieve what had miſcarryed.'. ud 
this was ſo to divide ws, as that our {clves fbonld 
belp thew, in-tbeir deſign t9 ruine us all, whenthey. 
had le(5: hopes to do #4 gione. In purſuance hereof 
ſuch influence they bave had wpon too many, 'as 
10 $6144 them & greater averſation to Diſſenters 
thaufo Papilis.. ' Theſe the Conlpirators core 
their own, and think they may well do ſo;\ faces 
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The Preface. 
bey are too ready to concurre with them in their 
deſign to exterminate thoſe, who are true Prote- 
ſtants in every point, and differ no more from 
| thi Qhurch than thoſe in France do, who by the 1K 
fame Commſels, are at this tame gn extreme: danger 
zo be utterly extirpated. Others are ſo far pre- 
vailed with as to make uſe of one of the ſharpeſt 
FHeapony they have againſt diſſenting Proteſtants, 
and. that ts the charge of Schilme, Fuel reueed 
and Te-infor ced. TOS : 
unln theſe bard; circumſtances, while we do what 
| 3vo'canagainſ# the commIn Enemy, we are put to 
ward off the blows of ſuch as ( notwithſtanding | 
| ſome preſent diſtemper_) we will count our Friends. 
Amongſt other expeilients, ſufficient t0\ſecure ws 4- 


unſt this attaque, it was thought not unuſeful, to 
rh the Mearicns out of Aadouiy, ED 
ing. two! "points, wherein ouly the Antients were 
ade ſe of to onr prejudice, >wis.' 1. For Dioce- 
'fan Churches, and then 21y. Againſt the Eleci- 
en of Biſhops by the people: ix -the-primive 
times. © Something was performed and publiſÞett in 
reference 10-bdth tbeſe in a late diſcourſe. One half 
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The Preface. 
which, where the latter is diſcuſſed, concerni 
A popular Eleions of R's, yet vaſes 
without any exception that I can ſee or hear of ; yet: 
this alone 1s enough to defend us againſt the aforeſaid 
charge : For thoſe who will not make the primitive 
Church Schiſmatical, must nt condemn any as 
Schilmaticks for declining ſuch Biſhops as that 
Church would not own. « EY | 

Apainſt the former part of the Diſcourſe, con+ 
mo Did lrg as you bath 
been made, but - very- little; a late Author in his 
Preface to a T reatiſe of another Subjett, hath touchs: 
ed about 5 pages in 40. but ſo as be bath donethem: 
no more harm, than another, who to find one fault 
therein, runs himſelf into two or three, about mew, 
render d indefinitely according tothe mind of theAu 
thor who uſes it, andthe moſt common uſe of it. 
© diſparage not the Gentleman's Learning who at- 
taques me in bis Preface he ſhews that which, (with! 
anſwerable care and fudgment, ) might be ſervice- 
able in 4 cauſe that deſerves it. But much more than 
be ſhews,, world nt be enough to ſupport what he 
would eftabliſh. And he might have forborn the wvi- 


A 3 lifyi g 


= The Preface. 

ilifying of thoſe,” who are known 10 be. Maſters 
of much more valueable Learning, than appears in 
either cf us. The negle of ſome accurateneſs in 
hittle things, remote from the merits of the cauſe, in 
one who 3s not at leiſure to catch flies; is 1v arpu- 
ment that he 1s deStitute of Learning. 

* T complain not of bis. proceeding with me ; but 
am obliged by him, that he treats me not with ſq 
wmch contempt as he does others, who leſs deſerve 
it. I wiſh bead dealt more temperately with M. 
\B. is 39onld bave'been more” for bis repation, and 
10-prejuidibe - to'\'bys ndersthinp'; v4 \good-tauſe, 
be it bath « {ufficknt Advorate; does not need 
any decemfipplenems. 370 
no After: I-biatve vcr" my\ Difconif&" from this 
Gentleman excoprions, I chought it mot imperti- 
nent t0 ſhew whats in reaſon Cannot "be Corned 6omM- 
ferent proofs of Dioceſan Charchctabazyf auy bil 
privifct thre debave farrber;- ttlead of" oppofent ws, 
rhey-mdy not beat the Air, amd bwnfe thofje That ent- 
quire ' after mitth, with bat” # "Inſionificant. 
MIb ab bat givers a Weconnt of wha otber- ues 
ation wit of Seripture and" Antiquity 3Þis _ 
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them. \Diaceſans 3) Or that afterwards, within the 
time of the four fri \General Councils, where 


TT he Preface. 
bath brought it other: parts of bis Treatiſe for ſuch: 
Chnrcbei;; ant ſhew'd that there is no evidence int 
them, as jo the purpoſe they are alledged for. 

- In ſha; find nothing in this Author, or any. 
ather before bym, which may ſatisfie a judicious and; 
impartial man, that in the two fir{t Ages of Chris 
Sanity , any Biſhop had more than one particular. 
Church or Congregation for bis proper charge ; or 
that in the third Age, there was any Eiſhop which 
bad a Church conſsiting of more than are in ſome one. 
of our Pariſhes, unleſs it was the Church of Rame 
(nor is there ſufficient evidence produced for that * ) 
Or that in the middle of the fourth Age there 
were,4 Ghurcbes gach of which cempriſed more tha 
could afſemble .in ane place ( though if they had ea... 
tained -more.zhat might be far enough from making, 


there were ſeveral Churches belonging to one Biſhop, 
be did exerciſe jurisdiftion over them alone, or only 
by chimiſelf and, his Delegates. It will be time & 
nough to cenſure us as Schilmaticks for declining 
Dioceſan Churches, when they have made it ap- 


pear 


| The Preface. 

pear, 'that there was ſuch, 'in the bet apes of Chri- 
Hianity ; (which not appearing, the cenſure falls 
mu the primitive ChriStians, from whom it will 
flide of upon themſekves._) If they will forbear us, 
till this be performed, we need deſire no more. Un- 
leſs we may prevail with thoſe who ſancerely profeſs 
tbemſekves Proteſtants, to regard the ſecuring 
themſelves and their Religion from the deftrufive 
defrgns of the Papiſts , more than thoſe things 
which are not properly the concern either of Pro- 
teſtant or of. Religion. WE EH 

© As for thoſe who prefer the Papiſts before Dil 
enters, and revile theſe as worſe, though they differ 
mm 10 one point of Religion from other true Prote- 
Rants: We need not wonder if we meet with no 
better treatment from them, then from declared Pa- 
piits; ſence by ſuch preference they too plainly declare 
tbe Proteſtant Religion zo be worſe than Popery, 
in their account. T he following ſheets have lain by me 
many Months, and had done ſo Still ; but that the 
ineportunity of ſome, and the miſrepreſenting of my 
flence by others, forced me to publiſh them. 
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Dioceſan Churches not yet diſcovered in 


the Primitrve times. 


O ſhew that many Presbyters in one Church 

was not enough to prove it a Dzoceſar , I 

I made it manifeſt thatit was uſual in the anti- 

ent Church, to multiply Presbyters, beyond 
what we count neceſſary; (not beyond what 1s neceſlary, 
asit is too often miſrepreſented: For this I offer'd two 
Teſtimonies, one aſſerting it to be fo in the Firi?# Age, 
the other in the Foxrth, and thought theſeſufficient, if 
they could not be denied, (asthey are not.) to evince it 
to have been ſo in the Third : For who can reaſonably | 
ſuppoſe, but that had place in the Third, which was 
uſual both in the Ages before and after ? The firſt was 
that of * Biſhop Downham, who ſayes, at the firſt Conver- 
ſion of Cities, the number of people converted were not much 
greater than the number of Presbyters placed amongſt then. 
But this, its ſayed can be of little wy 5 * becauſe, 1. This 
©* was not the caſe of the Church of Carthage, it was 
*not a new converted Church, but ſetled long before, 
*and in a flouriſhing condition, 

The Church of Carthage by the fierce perſecutions in 
Cyprianstime(which is the time we ſpeak of )was brought 
{o low, and reduced to ſo very few, asif it had been 
butnew converted, . and how was it i 4 ſetled and flou- 
riſhing condition, when it was ſolamentably waſted, and 
{td harraſſedone year after another £ or who __ be- 
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(2) | 
lieve it, that reads Cyprian lamenting 3 "Preſſure iſt; 
tam turbidam vaſtitatem, que gregem noitrum maxima ex 
parte populata eſt, adhuc & uſque populatur, and that they 
were poſti inter plangentium ruinas, et timentinm reliquias, 
inter numeroſam & languentinm ſtragem, et exiguam ſtanti- 
um paucitaiem 2 (a) Was not this much the caſe of the 
Apoſtolical Churches, unleſs this of Carthage was worſe, 
and ſo leſs for our Author's advantage ? Or if this were 
otherwiſe, the Churches in Nazzanzer's time were not 
z1ewly converted, but ſetled long before, and in a flouriſh- 
ing condition; which yet cannot be denyed to have had 
more Presbyters than we count needful. So that this 
was the practiſein every condition of the Church, whe- 
ther flouriſhing or not. 

2. © He ſayes, many more Presbyters may be ordain- 
*edin a City, than is neceſſary for the firſt beginning of 
ka Church, with reſpect to future increaſe. e*c. 

And whowill queſtion, but the many Presbyters in 
the Church of Carthage were for future increaſe both in 
City and Country #2 So that herein the caſe is not diffe- 
yxent 3 And the deſign of that number of Officers might 
partly be for other Congregations, (Epiſcopal Churches, 
though not Dioceſan) to furniſh them with Officers. 
This 1s apparent afterwards in the practice of the Afri- 
can Churches, whowhena new Church was erected, ſup- 
plyed it with a Biſhop or other Aſſiſtants from places bet- 
ter ſtored with Officers z And it is exemplyfied particu- 
larly (as we ſhall ſee hereafter) in the proviſion which 
St. Auſtin made for Fuſſala. 

© Heſayes further, the multitude of Presbyters belong- 
©ing to one Congregational Church, might be ens 
* on'd by the uncertain abode of moſt of the Apoſtles 
© and their Commiſſroners, who are the Principal, if not 
* the only Ordainers of Presbyters mentioned in Scrip- 
* ture, ? 

þ But 
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But herein he does but gueſs, and had no reaſon to 
be poſitive, unleſs the Apoſtles and their Commiſſioners, 
(as he calls them,) had been then the only Ordainers, 
which he will not venture to aftirm, knowing what evi- 
dence there is againſt it. 

*Laſtly, hefayes, if this opinion of | Biſhop Downham 
had any certain ground in Antiquity, we ſhould pro- 
©bably hear of it with both eares, and we ſhould have 
<*it recommended upon antienter Authority than his. 

This of Biſhop Downham hath certain ground in the 
beſtantiquity, if the A(ew Teſtament be ſuch 3 where it 
is plain there Were many Presbyters in diverſe Chur- 
ches, ſuchas are not yet, nor ever will be proved to be 
Dioceſan. 

To that of \(azianzen ; he ſayes, *it hath received 
its anſwer, and adds, he that cannot anſwer it to him- 
*elf, fromthe great differencebetween the condition of 
*theChurch in Cypriar, and in A(azianzer's time, hath 
*a fondneſs ſor the Argument, 

This is the anſwer it received, Pag. 51. and this dif- 
ference wasthus expreſſed a little before ; © Butthat any 
* Church fixt and ſetled, having its Biſhop alwayes pre- 
*ſent, ſhould mnltiply Presbyters beyond neceſſity, in the 
circumſtances of the Primitive Chriſtians before Cor- 
© tantine, 1s altogether incredible z for, the neceſlary ex- 
© ences of the Church were very great, the poor nu- 
*merous, the generality of Chriſtians not of the Rich- 
Feſt, and the Eſtates they had being at the diſcretion of 
*their enemies, and ruin'd with perpetual perſecution, 
&c. He ſayes, multiplying Presbyters beyond zeceſſaty, 
and without neceſſity , while he alters my words ſo as to 
change the ſ{cnſe, he diſputes againſt himſelf, not me 3 
But this looking more like an Argument than any thing 
before, I ſhall take a little more notice of it. rx. Is not 
all this applicable to the Churches in the Apoſile's times, 
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(4) | 
when it cannot be denyed *Presbyters were multiply 
beyond what we count neceſſary £ The poor numerons, 
the generality of Chriftians not of the "Richeſt, and. the 
Eſtates they had being at the diſcretion of their enemies, and 
ruin'd with perpetual perſecution. | 

Further, the Church before ConStantine and Carthage 
particularly, fuppoſing theſe to be its circumſtances, 
might have many Presbyters without any great charge : 

For 1ſt. the Church Stock was reſerved only for thoſe in 
want, Tos Sous, as is determin'd in one of the Canons 
which paſs for Apoſtolical, (b) and the fame decreed in 
the ſynod at Antioch. (c) Ambroſe Even in the 4th. 
Age, will have none to have a ſtipend who hath other 
revennes, 2i fidei exercet militian, agelli ſui { mocany 

## habet, debet eſſe contentus 5 fi non habet, Stipendiorum ſu- 
orum fruttu. (d) And Chryſoſtomtells us that in Elections; 
thoſe of the Competitors that had Eſtates did carry - it, 
becauſe the Church would need to be at no charge in 
maintaining of ſuch, * 4r Suro TpipeIas th 781 ThTs cnxAnclas 
mporSor, 21y, When they had no Eſtates, and the Church 
could. not maintain them, they were to provide for 
themſclves by ſome honeſt imployment. The. Council 
of Elvira allows all ſorts of Clergy mento drive a trade, 
for their living, provided they Fg it only in the Pro- 
vince where they lived, (f) and in the 4th. Council of 
Carthage it is ordered, that the Clergy, though they be 
learned in the word of God, ſhall get their livingby a trade. 
(g) and in the next Caxon that they ſhall get food and- 
rayment by a Trade or Husbandry, with this proviſo, that 
it be not a prejudice to their Office. Our Author ayes in- 
deed, (h) that this is contrary to the uſage of all other Chur- 
ches ; how true this is may be ſeen by the Canon before 
cited, He ſayes alſo, that this is forbidden by the 3d, 
Councilof Carthage; but neither is this ſo, that Canonadds 
but another reſtriction, viz. that they get mot their litings 
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by an employment that is ſordid or diſhoneſt, where the (j) can. 15. in 
Latine and Greek both agree in it. 3ly. The Church © 15 


was to allow none ofthem, no not Biſhops more than ne- 
ceſſary,even after Conſtantine's time. That Canon call'd the 
Apoſtles, and the other Antioch forecited, expreſsthis inthe 
fame words, the Biſhop may have of the Church Stock what 
3 neeedfull, if he be neceſſitous, 74 Iurra ti Suro weys avaſrai- 
as xelas, for neceſſary 1:ſes, and theſe are afterwards ex- 
plain'd to be food and rayment. Zonaras expreſlcs it fully 
and clearly, whom he that the Caron doth. not (atisfie, 
may conſult, | 

Having ſhew'd out 'of Juſtiniar, that 60 Presbyters 
belonged to the great Church in Oye , and 
thence inferr'd they werenumerous in Conſtantine's time; 
the * number (ſaycs he, ) was become extravagant in 7x- 
© ifinians time 3 but what is this to their number in Cy- 
Orian's? 

He ſhould' have asked the Dear this, who to: prove 
Dioceſan Churches from the number of Presbyters, im- 
mediately after Teſtimonies out of Cyprian, brings this of 
TuStinian, 

* For this very edit of J»ſiinian ſhews that this multi- 
*plying of Church Officers was an innovation, and there- 
©fore would have them reduced. to the firft eſtabliſh- 
ment. 
| Juſtinian took order toretrench the numbers of Pres- 
byters, not therefore becauſe it was an 7novation, but 
becauſe the Church revenue could not maintain ſo many, 
which is expreſs in the Novel. 

* But that firſt eſtabliſhment it ſeems admitted great 
* numbers, for one Church had 60. Tre; but it muſt alſo: 
be noted firſt, that theſe 60 were to ſerve. more tharr 
*one Church. 

Some may be ready to: ask how it can be 1re, that 
one Church ſhould have 60, and yet more than one had: 
theſe 60 amongſt them. *For: 


« > 

* For there were three more beſides St. Sophia to be 
© ſapplyed by theſe Presbyters. &*c. 

True 3 but this ſtill confirms what I anſwer'd to their 
argument from the multitude of Presbyters, that in the 
antient Church the Officers were multiplyed above what 
we count needful : For it is not now thought needful that 
any 3 or 4 Churchesin a City, ſhould have 60 Presby- 
ters, 100 Deacons, go Subdeacons, Readers 110. ec. 

© Yet after all, there isno argument to be drawn from 
<this number, for theſe were Canons of a particular foun- 
* dation, .delign'd for the ſervice of a Collegiate Church; 
*and no meaſure to be taken fromthence concerning the 
*numbers of Presbyters belonging to the Dioceſs. This 
<35evident from the Preface of the faid Novel. 

If no argument isto bedrawn from this number, why 
did the Learned Dean draw one from it ? 21y. This 
ſeems ſcarce conſiſtent with the former Period : there, 
theſe Presbyters were for 3 or 4 Churches, here they are 
but for oe Collegiate Churchof which they were Canons, 
and this ſaid to be evident in the *Preface, where I can- 
not ſee it, 3ly. Since no meaſure is to be taken from hence 
concerning the numbers of *Presbyters belonging to a Dio- 
ceſs ;, it ſeems there may be this number of Presbyters 
11 a place which cannot be counted a Dioceſs, (as this 
one great Church never was, nor can be) and then no 
argumentdrawn from thenumber of Presbyters at Rome, 
Carthage, Edeſſa, &c. will prove a Dioceſan Church ;, for 
here wasthe greateſt number, which any where we meet 
with. 


Dr. St. to prove Dioceſan Churches from the nume- - 


rouſneſs of Presbyters, mentioned 601n C.P. in Juſt 
aiar's time 3 from hence on the by, I thought it reaſon- 
able to ſuppoſe they were numerous in Conſtantine'stime, 
when. yet Theodoret ſayes, all the Brethren met together 
with the Biſhop. That the number of Presbyters Z. - 
a. ro0 
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proof of a Dioceſan Church was evinced ſufficiently be- 
fore : this fell in occaſionally, and was added ex abur- 
danti ; Yet upon this ſapernumerary ſtragler he turns 
his main force, ſpending about 12 Pages on it. I am 
little concerned what becomes of it, fince the main Hy- 
potheſis is already ſecured by the premiſſes 3 but that 
thisGentleman may not quite looſe all his labour, I am 
willing to looſe alittle, intaking ſome notice of it. 

*I muſt confeſs that what 1s added concerning the 
© Church of C. P. is ſomewhat ſurprizing, no doubt 
<fayes he, that the Presbyters were more aumerous 1N 
«CP. 

Indeed it might have been ſurprizing if I had faid as ky 
he reports me, that they were more mmerons; but I ſaw 
reaſon not to ſay ſo, though what reaſon there was to 
impoſe it on me I know not : I cited Svc : miſprinted 
Soz. ſaying, Conſtantine built two Churches at C,*P., but 
laid no ſtreſs on it at all. (k) 1 is true, he ſayes not that Ck) So:. 1. 13. 
he built no more than two, but his expreſſion plainly im- © ** 
plyes it, andhe wasconcerned if he had knownany niore 
to have mentiondit, when in the ſame Line, he ſayes 
Conſtantine intended to make it equal to ome. Enſebi- 
5's words agree well enough herewith, he ſayes Conſtar- 
tine adorn'd it , aMiovay, with more Churches , and that's: 
true, if he built but #wo more, or any more than was- 
there formerly, or any more than was uſual.” And theſe 
more Churches were not in the City, but (as the Hiſtoria 
ſpeaks) partly there, and partly =e? #454@&, whichas the: 
word is uſed, may denote places many Miles di- 
ſtant from the City, as the Gentleman elſewhere ob-- 
ſerves after Valeſivs. Sozomen ſayes he built minus; ma-- 
ny Churches, (not very. many as he will have it) butif 
he thereby meant more than arenamed by Socrates, we: 
need not underſtand that done before the time Theodoret: 
ſpeaks of z Norſhould a lax exprefiion-be more relyed? 

on,, 
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on, than one that is punQual and definite; unleſs we 
havea mind either he miſled, or to ſet the two Hiſto- 
rians together by the ears. Sozomen names but one 
Church more than Socrates did, and that not i, but a 
good diſtance from the City, (75 Furlongs by Land,) 
and 3 may pals for many, when it was a rare thing for 
any City to have more than one. The beſt Authors, as 
they ſometimes expreſs very few by #one, and a generality 
by all; ſo they expreſs more than ordinary by many ;, and 
two or three ſuch Churches in one City were more than 
_ ordinary atthattime, when oneCity inan Hundred had 
not two Churches, and one in a Thouſand had not three 
Churches, that could be ſtyled wix%i: all that Conſtantine 
built here were ſ#ch, both Enſebins his zzore, and Sozo- 
men's many, are ſaid, by them to be very great, wiz. 
But no conſiderable Author that I meet with in that 
Age, or ſome-Hundredsof years after, names morethan 
two very great Churches ereted by Conitantine in that Ci- 
ty. Andif compariſon be made, there is no Hiſtoria 
of thoſe times, to be more regarded in matters which 
concern C.*P , than Socrates who tells us, that he was 
born andeducated in C. P. , and continued there(asan 
advocate) when hewrote his Hiſtory. 

Butif we (ſhould ſuppoſe that Sozomer intended more 
than 3 or 4 Churches, or that the Emperoxr built no 
more than was requiſite, and only conſulted convenien- 
cy, anddeſign'd not State or Magnificence, (which yet 
ourAuthor a little after ſayes hedid ; and we know no- 
thing is more ordinary than for great Cities to have more 
Churches than are needful : it was fo in Londox before 
the Fire, \and the retrenching of their number (ince 
ſhews it:) yet this will be ſo far from proving Mlexan- 
der's Church in C. *P. to be Dioceſan, that it will not 
proveit greater than ſome ſingle Congregations: for there 
were 12 Churches in Alexandria, when yet the Church 

in 


FI s 


 fuiſſe intelligit, &&c. He may think this new and unheard 
C 
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in that City adhereing to. Athanaſius confiffed of no 
more than are in ſome one of our Pariſhes... For which 
ſuch Evidence has been brought, as is not yet, nor I 
think, can be defaced. © Nor can we imagine that two 
< Churches, much leſs one, could ſaffice all the Chriſti- 
* ans in C,*P. when the City of Heliopolis being convert- 
*ed to Chriſtianity requized more, and Conſtantize 
< built ſeveral for them, «aan 5 wrice;, 

The word plurally expreſſed is much improved by 
our Author, he makes out of it diverſe Churches, and a/ 
theſe Churches, when yet all theſs were but ove Church, 


having related how yg ordered a Church to be 
built near the Oak at Mambre, he adds, that he order- 


ed another Church (not Churches) to be ere#ed at Helio- 


polis, Tiexy Kuxatoias xgraoxdadive, And to put it palt 
doubt, Exſebizs whom the Emperour employ'd about 
thoſe ſtructures, and from whom in all likehhood Ss- 
crates had the Relation, gives an.account but of oze 
Church there founded by the Emperoxr, which he calls 


as Socrates him{elf makes it plain a little before / ; tor 10. 1.1. c.18. 


G1xoy buxrigter enxandic; ow, and that it was furniſhed with a m1. 3. c.55. De 
"Biſhop, *Presbyters and Deacons. So that the Biſhop of *# conſtant. 


Helzopolis had but one Church for his Diocels, which 
our Author ſhould not be fo loath to own, ſince it can- 
not be proved that at this time one Biſhop inan hundred, 
had more. 
Valeſizs (whom our Author much relies on) in his 
otes apon this place, is ſo far from thinking that Con- 


ſtantine built more Churches in Heliopolis that he judges 


this one at preſent was not neceflary for it, the Town 
having then no Chriſtians in it ; and aſigns this as the 
reaſon why Euſebius (peaks of itas a thing unuſual, that 
it ſhould have a Biſhop appointed, and a Church built 
init. His words are, Fortafſe hoc nouum & inauditune 


of, 


(19) 
of, that a Church ſbould be built in a City, where as yet there 
were no Chriſtians but all were alike idolaters. c 
this Church was built at Heliopolis, not for that there was 
any neceſſity of it, but rather in hope that he might irvite all 
the Citizens to the profeſſion of the Chriſtian Religion, $0 
| that the Biſhop here had none for his Dioceſe but one 
| #x 15b.3.de vit. Church, and that empty, there being then no Chriſti- 
_ & 58. ans in that one Pariſh; which yet was all he had to 
s make him a Dioceſan. | 


The better to confute Theodoret, who ſaics (forthe 

are his words, not mine ) that Alexander with all t 
.* Brethren met together, he endeavours to ſhew the ſtate 
of that Church about the latter end of Conſtantine, &c. 
this he does here and after by an undue Application of 
fome paſſages in Sozomer. For the account which that 
Hiſtorian gives of that City is-not confined to a 
tine's time, but reaches beyond it, ay, and beyond Jx- 
lian's too, which appears, as by other paſlages, ſo by 
his mentioning the heather Temples in the time of that 
_ Emperour. And with reſpect to the time after Cor- 
- Fantine muſt that expreſſion be underſtood, which 
makes C, *P. to exceed Rome, not only in "Riches, but in 
the number of Inhabitants, otherwife it will be apparent- 
ly falſe. For when Chryſoſtome was Biſhop there, about 
70 years after (when it is like the number of the Inha- 
bitants were doubled, it cannot be queſtioned but they 
werefar more numerous) he who beſt could: do it, rec- 
n I« A. Hom, Kons the Chriſtians then to be an 100000 # 5; our Au- 
| 231-948-674 thor will have us look upon the Fews and Heathen there 
| to be mconſiderable but let us count them another 
| I0C000. Yet both put together will fall incomparably 
| ſhort of the number in old Rowe, which by the compu- 
[| o De Magnit. tation of Lipſias was at leaſt two millions o, And in 
þ Rom. lib. 30-3» Conſtantine's trme new Rome was as far ſhort of the old 
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- one City in an hundred) yet this addition will leave it 
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. % 
(1) 
as to its greatneſs in circuit, for whereas Herodian de- 
clares that Severns quite demoliſhed * Byzantixm for (id- 
ing with X(3ger, and reducing it to the ate of a Village 
ſubjefted it to Perinthus, «dun Sunder Theor ics 15 p, p lib. 3. 2. 68. 
we cannot in reaſon ſuppoſe it to be extraordinarily 
ſpacious z yet as Zoſpmws reports, all the inlargement 
which ConStantine gave it, was but the addition of 15 
Furlongs, =dYus mwrwxaidug g, Now ſuppoſe it was 30 q ib. 2. p. 62. 
or 40 Furlongs in compaſs before (and fo larger than | 


tefs than Alexandria, which, as Joſephus deſcribes it, was 
80 Furlongs, that is,ten miles in circumference r, yet A- r Þ' Bells Fad. 
lexandria was four times leſs than Fome, for by Vopiſeas's ** * #446 
account, in Aurelar's time, not long betorE Conſtantine, 

the walls were made by him near 50 miles in circuit. So 

it will be in compariſon of Conſtantinople when firſt 

built, rather like a (ation than a City, as Ariſtotle (aid | 
of the other * Babylon, *x« myryenalu winner Toros, i mines 5, 5 Pol. lib 36-2 
If then we will have this paſſage of Sozomer to have 

any appearance of truth,it muſt be extended far beyond 
Conſtantine'stime, when, as Zoſimens tells us, many of the 
ſucceeding Emperours were ſtill drawing multitudes of 
People to thatCity,ſothat it was afterwards encompaſſed 

with walls far larger, 994 wife, than thoſe of Conſtan- 

tine t. Andin an Oration of Themiſtiws,itis made a que- t lib. 2. p+ 
ſtion whether Theodoſims junior did not add more to 

C. P. than Conſtantinedid to *Byzantinm. 


* Many of the Jews and almoſt all the Heathen were 
© converted and became Chriſtians. 


The expreſlion of 89zomen does not hinder but as the 
main body of the Fews remained, ſo the numbers of the 
Heathen might be conſiderable. Tertullian ſpeaks of 
Citizens in his time as if they were almoſt all Chriftians, 
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pen ommes cives chriſtiani uz, yet no inſtance can be gi- 
ven of any one City where the Chriſtians were the 
major part of the Inhabitants - thoſe that take his 
words 1n a ſtrict ſenſe are very injurious to him, and 
make him ſpeak that which no antient Records will 
warrant. Sozomen allo may ſuffer by ſtraining his ex- 
preſſion ; but I will not digrefs to take further notice 
of what is not material; for | deſign not, nor have any 
need,to makeany advantage of the numbers of the Hea- 
thens in this City. - 

He tells us of 950 Work-houſes whoſe rents were al- 
lowed todetray the Funeral expences of all that died in 
tne City ( for (© it is expreſſed in the Conſtitution, 
mp? Thu xotluw' Frelyroy dy IewTay hoes T9 mer yue acgeny w ) theſe 
being performed with great ſolemnity, and multitudes 
of Attendants maintained by thoſe rents for that pur- 
poſe x.. How this here makes the Chriſtians in C. P. to 
be ſo very numerons as. he would have them, he ſhould 


+ have ſhewed us 3 Þ am not yet fo fagacious, as to diſco- 


ver it. The number of the Decani was determined 
by Honorins to 950 y. Our Author thinks it 
probable they were.ſo many at the firſt eſtabliſhment, 
but there's more ground to beheve, they were much 
fewer in Conflantine's time 4, for about 800 werecounted 
ſufficient in J»/#inian's Reign, 200 years after, when 
the City was both larger, and much more populous and 
in its greateſt flouriſh z. Thoſe that. conſider the pre- 
miſſes, may well think, he might have form'd his con- 
clufion in terms leſs confident; tw ſay no worle of 
It. 

Next he forms an-ObjeQtion againſt himſclf : © not- 
©withſtanding the number of Chriſtians in- C. P. might 
* be much-too great for one Congregation, yet the ma- 


* jor part might be Hereticks or Schiſmaticks, ſuch as- 


© came not to the Biſhop's Church, and therefore = 
that 
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© that adhered to him might be no more than could 
© meet in one Afſembly. 

To which he anſwers, that the number of Hereticks 
and Schiſmaticks was inconſiderable, and will not except 
the Arians or 1N ovatians. For the Arians, he faies, 
they had not yet made a formal Separation, 

But if they did not ſeparate themſelves, the Church 
would have them ſeparated, and did excludethem from 
communion, and withſtood Conſtantine's importunity 
for their admiſſion, both here and in other places : 
Athanaſins was threatncd by Euſebius of Nicomedia a, © Soelib.acat 
and baniſhed by the Emperor for this cauſe among ©- 
thers. And Alexander being ſecured by Arins his 
dcath from admitting him to Communion, was the oc- 
caſion of this paſlage in Theodoret which gives our Au- 
thor ſo much trouble. Now the Arians being debar- 
red from communion, leſſened the Biſhop's Church, 
both here and elſewhere, as much as if they had ſepa- 
rated themſelves. And they were numerous here, this q 
being the place where they had greateſt” favour ; in 
Conſtantine's Edi againſt the Hereticks whoſe meetings 
he would have ſupprefſed, the Ariars were not men- 
tioned when the other are named b. Socrates writes b Zuſt. de vits 
that the People in this City was divided into two Cnr. 1b. 3. 
Partiesthe Arian and the Orthodox, they had continu. © OF 
ally (harp bickerings, but while Alexander hved the Or- 
thodox had the better ; as ſoon as he was dead (which 
was © while Conſtantine lived ) it ſeems they appeared * vales obſerv. 
equal,for the conteſt,faies he, was dubiows, £upngioes i way c, eg: & Sora 
In Nazimnzer's time fo far they overtopt the Orthodox, c $0c.1ib.2..6: 
that this great Dioceſan: Church appear'd but in the form 
of a private meeting, held in a very little honſe, where 
he kept a Conventicle with them, & #:xiovo wngs Inxanclats; 
ſo Sozomen d, and. Socrates agrees with him in the ex- a Lib, 1. cap.s- 
preſſion, & wx wnioew, ſuch a diminutive place ſeems as 

; uns 
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unproportionable for ſuch a Dioceſan Church as a (ut- 
ſhell for Homer's Iliads, or. a Koy-hole for a Witch, "to 
uſe our Author's Elegancies. 

As for the Novutians to which he will have no more 
allowed than a Corventicle, they were numerous in 0- 
ther places, they had once diverſe Churches in Alex- 
andria, many Churches in Rowe and in other places. 
It-is like they were numerous here, for here they had 
as much favour-or more, and longer too, than in the 
Cities forementioned, here Socrates ſayes they had three 
Churches e, and if three Churches would but make one 
inconſiderable Conventicle , itis poſlible the other Ortho- 
.dox Churches (though he will have them to be many) 
might be comprized 1n one vaſt Congregation. 

I might ohilres how much Sezomrer is miſrepreſent- 
ed in whathe ſayes next of thoſe concerned in the EdzF, 
the Novatians eſpecially. He ſpeaks not mincingly as 
our Author would have him, but fully that the Nova- 
tians did not ſuffer mmch by che Edi& 3 he does not ſay 
only that it was probable they ſuffered little, but fayes 
this only of a reaſon himſelf gives, why they ſuffered 
not much. He gives other reaſons for itthanthe opimion, 
the Novatians had of that Biſhop. He does not ſay the 
other Hereticks were altogether extirpated. He does not 
confeſs that the Novatians ſuffered the ſame meaſure with 
others [every where, no, nor any where elſe, it is the 
eMontaniſts that he ſayes this of, He dares to affirm 
they had a Conventicle or more, for he affirms they had 
an-eminent Biſhop in C. *P. and were not only numerous 
#herebefore the Edidt, but contirmed ſoafter. The Gentle- 
2144 Was in too much haſte here, as himſelf will per- 
ceive, by obſerving how much his account differs neo 
the Hiſtorians. | 

At laſt he comes to that paſſage of Theodoret which 
occaſioned all theſe lines, bat Theodoret affirms they 


were 


 —— 
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were #0 more than could meet in one Church, and that they 
did axally do ſo, * I anſwer, fayes he, that Theodoret 
_ not ſay {o, and the paſſage cited does not con- 
*clude 1t. | 
I did not ſay Theodoret affirms they were no more, than 
could meet in one Church, but he fayes the ſame in effec, 
viz. that al the Brethren aſſembled with Alexander, His 
words are, Alexander, the Church rejoycing, hcld an Af 
ſembly with all the * Brethren, praying and greatly glorify- 
ing God, The words are plain, and the ſenſe, I take 
them in, is open in the face of them. Nor do l believe 
that any diſintereſted perſon would put any other ſenſe 
upon them than this, that the generality of Chriſtians of 
which the Church at Conſtantinople conſiſted, aſſembled 
together with their * Biſhop Alexander, to praiſe God joy- 
fully for their deliverance by the death of Arius. But he 
will not have the words taken in a general ſenſe, but will 
ſuppoſe them taken with reſpeit to that particular Congre- 
gation, in which Arius was to be reconciled... Yet this ſup-- 
poſition hath no ground either in the words, or in the 
contexture of the Diſcourſe, or any where elſe that I 
know of, or our Author either ; for if he had, we 
ſhould- have heard-it with both ears, as he ſpeaks el(e- 
where. He will not have a/ the Brethren, to be all the 
Believers at C. P.. yet he knows that Brethren and Be-- 
lievers are Synonymous terms both in Scripture and ax-- 
cient Authors. And thoſe were the Believers or Bre-: 
thren of the Church of c. *P. which had occafion to re- 
joyce, and that was the whole Church there - as for 
a=], renderd Oniver(;, I do not takeit for all andevery 
oe of the Chriſtians there; for in all Aſſemblies,of great. 
Churches eſpecially, #24»y are alwayes abſent. He had 
dealt more fairly with Theodoret, if by al/ he would 
have tutenl the generality of Chriſtians adhereing to 
Alexander at C. P. or the greateſt part of them, Ln 
ur. 


(16) 
about ſuch an abatement of the full import of the word, 
there had been no need to 'comentd ; but his reſtraint 
of it to a particular Congregation. agrees not with the 
words, nor the occalion of them, nor hath any ſupport 
cllewhere. | 

Nor is that better which follows, »rleſs you will ſay 
that with all the Brethren, does not ſignifie their perſonal 
preſence, but only their unanimity. 

This looks more like a ſhift than a plain anfſiver, 
and therefore he was well adviſed in not venturing to 
OWN It. 

© Theodoret could not think that allthe Beletvers of C. 
* P. could come together to the Biſhop's Church, for. he 
* cites a Letter of Confiantine's a little after, where he 
*gives an account of the great increaſe of that Church. 
F the City that is call'd by my name by the Providence of 
God, an infinite mul}itude of People have joined themſelves 
to the Church, and all things there wonderfully increaſing, 
it ſeems very requiſite that more Churches ſhould be built ; 
wnderſtanding therefore hereby what I have reſolved to do, 
T though fit to order you to provide 50 * Bibles fairly and le- 
gibly written. 

He does not ſay an #»finite multitude, the words 'of 
the Letter are «is r4ivs, that there was a very great 
multitude of Chriſtians isnot denied, nor that he intend- 
,.ed to build more Churches; but this confirms what is fig- 
nifted before, that 'theſe very mrany Churches were not 
yet built, but ohly in defign, and that with a proſpe&t 
of Chriſtians there till increaſmg. And the Bible if 
they were intended only for C. P. might befor the future 
Churches, not the preſent only. 

His Concluſion is, * where Chriſtians were- fo 'multi- 
* plied that it was neceſſary to build more Churches, 
* and to make ſuch proviſions for the mukitude of their 
* Allemblies, it could not be that they ſhould all make 


*but one Congregation, He . 


"T0 

RD bobs emi yer hy c/o m_ 
ie all he-bath iſed will be infigniticant,, 

to no/purpoſe: it is granted that all the Chriſtians ar 
C. P. [did make. more than one Congregation, and for 
their cotveniency met atother times in ſeveral Churches. 
That which is denied is, that the main Body or genera- 
-lity. of Chriſtians there, could not meet in one Allembly, 
or did not ſo meet at this time with their Biſhop Alex- 
ander, as to,this he hath proved nothing, and therefore 
did well to conclude nothing againſt that which is athr- 
medto be the plain import of Theodoret's expreſlion, 


And it tay be ſuppoſed that Theodoret, if he had not 7 
expreſſed it, might well think (though the contrary be | 
ſuggeſted) that as great multitudes, as ConStantine's 
Letters ſignified, might meet together at the Biſhop's 
Church; for himſelf declares what a vali Congramonn 
he preached toat Antioch; having an Auditory of many 
Th ads f. 1 will not ask him what Exſcbius conld think, f Fp. 83. 
when he tells us the Chriſtians had wyiardper Hrowanenar, 

Aſemblies conſiiting of eMyriads g. Nor what Socrates 8 146-8. Cap. 1; 

thought, when he tells us long after, of C. P. that the 

whole City became one Aſſembly, and meeting in an Qra- 

tory, continued. there all-day h, "Ox mas wa cnxanoie sylvern h Lyh.q, eap.236 

W 3 md ivxngip wide, ec, But I would have him tell | 

me how he underſtands that paſlage of Chryſoſtume, 4248 

73 7s On anger} elg Nag giddy apilper cues Tos wynivas nvveys os 

TAG z, ) Whatis the 1 of theſe words? Do:-they i ty, 25, in 

ſignify that fer eMyrieds were aſſembled in one place 4 717 +- 7 

to hear Chryſoſtome 2 If ſo, there will be no queſtion * 

but that the —_—_— Chriſtians might meet in one 

Church with .Mexander in Conftantine's Reign; for that 

then, (about 70years before) there was any thing nes: 

ſo many Chriſtians as an 1000003 adhereing to- on: 

Biſhop in this City, em_—_— any reaſon be imagii- 
ed 


| K Lb, 2. 
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ed.” Or does he mean: obly,/ that there ,were'f0 wary: 
' Myriads of Chriſtians contained ih: thar City #:1f {þ 


” 


then he ſajes here no more than in another Homgl fore- 


cited, where the number of Chriſtians in C.P. is com-- 


puted to be'an to00co, reckoning all beſides Fews and 
Heathens. Now if they-were ao more int his time; they 
cannot with reaſon be ſuppoftd to: have been -above 
half ſo'many in | Conſtartine's (unlels any can imagine, 
that their numbers advanced/more in 6: years than in 
7c, when the ſucceeding Emrerours multiplyed the 
Inhabitants exceſlively, : fav Tlw' car, as Zoſimms tells 
us k, crouding the City fo fall as thatthey could ſcarce 


Ai without danger ::) and a great part of theſe were - 


Allen off to Aris while Alexazder was Biſhop : the 


ovatians alſo, were numerous, having-ſeveral Chur-- 


ches 4 and thel$ with other Setts; being deduRted,. the 


Chriſkians [there that communicated with . AMexander- 
will benomore (if ſo.many )-rhan-belong to.fomeione - 
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-4 Tt'yyoultd fell this Prefice to to0 great a Bulk, if T 


: *ſhould anſiver the reſt fo particularly. 


'Sitice be defigned- to be {o-breif; - and'to have 
fhort a'Preface, I wiſh he had\employed more of #-a- 


1 gate tHat- which is the\ ſtrength of 'the Diſcourſe he 


oppoſes, and of mote conſequence tothe main Cauſe; . 
and not have ſpent fo many leaves upon a by-paſlage, 
for which we have little reaſortto be concerned: for if 
he could makeit appear, /'thar he Chriftins at CP. fn 
Conſturitine's 'arfie- were more that coald> meet! m- one 
Congregation, yea, or in two-eitherz that wouſd' be 
far from proving it a Diveeſan'Chureh, anlefs ſome one 
or two of our Pariſhes cart be counted ſo;- i ' © 

Let meadd in fine,” that our Awthor haz done juſt no- 
thing towards the diſproving of what 'Theodoret was al: 
kdged for; unleſs he ſhew, that C. P: exceeded ofd 


Rome, 
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Rome, was farniſhed with ſuch an infinite 'number of 
Chriſtiang)” ſo-many (more than' two )':awgnificent 
Churches there'ereCted, - the'50 Bibles thought needful 
to be provided; and almoſt all the Heathen beſides many 
Fewe converted 3 before Alexander (who isfaid tohold 
this Aﬀembly' with all the brethren) deceaſed 3; and (6 
ualteſthe prove'that al} this was done (which himſelf I 
think Ean'ſarce believe)-1n leb than a year. For Vale- 


 f##:Capon'whoſe authority this Gentleman takes much) 


roves atfarge (making it the bufines of one of his 
Books) thar Alexander died Cand yet muſt live ſome 


-while after this panegyrical-Afſembly) in the- year '33 1. L. 2. obſerv. 7 
And its manifeſt, +that CP; was nor built,” nor had that Soc. & Tor . © 


nametill 331. For tho'i was building the year before, 
yet'it was not finiſhed till 25 of Conſtantine's Reign (as 


Ferome'ant others?) and the beginning of his Rejgn'is chmante 


reckbhed from the deathof Colſtantivs his Father, who 


wis'Donfid with Maximions in the year 1206; 'and Faſt Conſul. 


died in the middle of it. There needsnot a word more 
to ſhew-hat allhis-difeourſe on this ſubjeft is wholly 


inn 2iafdihormvall for his purpoſe, tho! this be 
thi niodl cordiderablepatriof his Preface; -* Tet 


-5'Dhfd Authorgtvesiveral inſtarzes of everal'Biſhops 
<bavg ine Ony'at he 'farhe time; in anfiver to the 
* De#of Parts, who affirmed thavitwas an inviolable' 
Yo ry one; Oc Ferbfalew is" 
* &8tR Mſtah&;De;dwonderto find s mariof Learn! 
* ig eſte this-paffaps; thart which nothing ear be more 
* diſadviittapeous' ro tis Cauſe; oemRITe 6 9; 

"There #onewho 1 ſuppoſe paſſes for a-man of learn- 
i#9"who for'the\ famhe* purpoſe takes uſe of this inſtance, 
ſifſes'inifie-wld piUlliſhed'y evan Thich hey Exaripler 
i Becleff, Aa2002y "of VFM BiſWpis: the fame time tn 
the ſame See,” 4nd yer this wws never thowght" Seliifteatied!, 
when the ſecond wi advdiiced by the (onſet ef ole Bo 

. D.2 1hus 


| 1 Deſence of Dr. 
| St. Þ» 178, 


..»+ * Nerciſſes returned, \and; was defire 


C 20 J 
Thus Alexander 2 Bifhop in Cippadocii wat mede Biſhop 


of Jeruſalem while Narciſſus wes living; but. very.old tr and 


Anatolius 4t the ſame time, ſate ir: the Clarch of Czlarea 
with Theotecnus, and this was St. Auſtin's own caſe, whe 
was made Biſhop of Hippo- while there was another * Biſhop 
living... He ayes alto, Nothing'\can be more dijadvans 


 fageous to' my, caſe ' than this paſjage. - If it had been-no; 


advantage to my cauſe, I ſhould have thought it bad 
enough 3 but it nothing could be more. diſadyantage- 
ous, I am very unhappy :/Jer usfee how it is made good, 

* Narciſſus having retired, and the people not know- 


'- - * ing what had become: of him, the neighbouring 'Bj-- 
*'< ſhops otdained Divs in his: place, who was ſucceeded 
© by Gordins and after by Germanice, ( it ſhould be by 


© Germanico, and after by _— in whoſe time 
to preſume his 
* Ofhce, and did ſo. What became of Germanrico (he 


 .* means> Gording,) is notfaid but probably he religned- | 


© or died. preſently. | 
There is nothinfx tomake either of theſe probable, it 
isaJtogether as likely; -if not mare;-that he-gantin 


Biſhop there with: Nercſus for:ſame'time; but. pegauſe. 


Eu/ebiugiſryes:notbing of it, 'T infiſt-nat on its; 1 Bribe- 


ſides he tells us, Narcifius 400k Alexander; into the par: 


ticipation ef the charge, That ſignifies Narciſſus was not 
excluded trom the Epiſcopal charge, hoth hadcheir parts 
there; ioNoz; but ſayes he, Alexander was the; Hiſhgp, 


Narciſſus retained but the name and title only,.;thats, -he 


was but a Titular, not really a'Biſhop, and why'ſo # 
becauſe Alexander, fayes he, joined with him iy prayers, 


and the Hiflorigy ſayes he was not able to offciate-by reaſow - . 


0 Merc oat {;He was not able-1t may; be.40 perform 
alkthe Offices -of » Biſbgp, but what heqwasable-to do 
no daubtihe petformced:.» Now if they muſt be but 77- 
tular Biſhops,;.;who, perform not perſonally all the - 

»« wh k = CEs 
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a very few lines before, he ſays, theſe two:were Coe . -...: ;> 


| C 2T J 
fices of a Paſtorak charge ( when they cannot -pre- 
tend aimgly fear) how many real 5 Nw rt we find 
in the World ? But beſides the (ame and Title, did be 
not retain the, Power and Authority of a Biſhop # IF 
not, how came he to looſe it * Did: he refigy, or was 
he depoſed £ That he refigned there is not the leaſt in-' 
timation in this Hiſtoriax or any other 5 nor any in- 
ſtance in the antient Church, _ that ever any Biſhop di-- 
veſted himſclf of all paſtoral *Power upon: this account.. 
To have depcſcd him for his great age had. beena barba-- 
rous AQ, and ſuch: as the Church in thoſe times cannot be: 
charged with. No doubt but he retained the Epiſco- 
pal power, though through Age he could not exerciſe 
it in all inftances ; and if he had not only the 17tle but: 
the *Power, he was really a Biſhop, and:there were two. 
Riſhops at once in one Church, an4 then this: inſtance 
is ſo far from being moſt diſaduvantageons, thatit (erves. 
me with all the advantage 1 deſigned in alledging tt. 

As for the words of Vale cned by him, 1f they. be 
taken in the ſenſe which our 4»tkor would have them,. 
that learred mar will.not. agree with himſelf. For but: 


Spieph Biſbeps ag in:that City, ſaperſide epifiogs 
adjator & coepiſe adjnntins, Andyho; he ſays: 
(on Gays a doubefally with-a #7 failor ) this was forbid-- 
at Surdice (above £00 years: after. )z, yet he adds; 
that,, notwithſtanding it.was ftilluſual:in the Church, nibil 
ominus idertidem in eccleſia uſurpatum eft, which is all 
that I: need defire. And afterwards, where Cuſebirs int. 9. c:33:.. 
ain mentions two- Biſhops in one City, he obſerves, 
ha in one of bis Copies, the Scholizſt hos this note up-- 
on it 1n theſ Margin, - $424 way enmexenic Ive rrovnres, here. 
6 there. were te. Biſbops of one Church..' Valeſius adds, 

e Scholiaſt anderftands Alexander, \mbo was Biſbop of 
Jeruſalem together with Narciſſus.  » _ 
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(22) 
- Theonext inſtance is of Theoternas and Avratoliws 


. who were Biſhops of C2ſarea together. ' Againſt thizhe” 


hath little'to:fay, I ſuppoſe becauſe nothing can'be (aid! 


againſt it in reaſon.” Only he ſeems willing that An ato- 
lizs (ſhould paſs but as Epiſcopes deſignatzs, whereby if 


he mean one, who.is not yevattually a Biſhop,” burde-" 


ſigned to be one iheroafter, as Brattias was by Hignſtine, 


it 18 inconſiſtent 1with what!  Euſebaws ſayes and- himſelf 
notes, but one: line. before, viz; that Theotecnns' or- 
ined kine Biſhop in bis life-time for if he was not 
aFually Biſhop after he was thus ordained, he was never: 
Biſhop atall aw; 10 REN 
Another-inftance'was of '/Hacatias and AMaxinms 


both Biſhops at once of Ferxſalers. 


" He would not have-Haximus to be Biſhop while 
eAMacarias lived, [becauſe it is ſaid he! was to rule the 
Cherch after his Death. + - DIILG #00514 Was 3h 3 

But wIexiums was to govern the Chwrchnot only 


after his:death, if he ſurvived him (as he was liketo do 
being much younger): but while he lived; arid ſo did 


[together -with/ him; wwydas, which denotes 
theexerciſe of the ſkme FunCtion: wpether' #7 'tbefiles 
the Fortin fayes,, &Maxiart was before thit ordifitird 
Biſhbp of-Dibſpolzr, and \if he had officiated at-JwuJ3- 
lew,. where” they _ - pra ies _ wk _ 
Capacity 5 their kindneſs to hirh ha nh a:degradifht>” 
him; hich weannot.be- fy ppoſed they would nes 
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offer; ore yeld re; 1 bv nn 


[ alledged Epiphentus, inbo flemifies that other Cities Bull 


' two Biſhops together, ard excepts mly* Alexandria. ''To 


which he anſwers, \that Epiphaninsicannot meare that-ull 
other Cities hadd- two Bifops it x tinke, "tar'did>f1Hy that 


he meant-this, betbopecBoa pony rio 4&5" thay” 


tharjt was ſu! other Cieies'to have hw Biſhops: "Nor" 
is there any reaſon to think that Bpipharrins reſpetsonly 
| the 
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tie caſts alledped 3 it was quite another. caſe tHat was 


the occafion, of his:words; and diverſe other inſtances 
might- be brought of a different nature and occaſion, 
though this be ſufficient to ſhew, that the rule againſt 
two Btlbopsinone City was not #zviolable : He adds, *I 
x; *da not tee what advantage can be made of this paf-- 


This paſſeg ſhews that there was commonly two Bi- 
ſhops in a City at once, Alexandria is only excepted 
as varying herein from other Cities. And this: is ad- 
vantage enough: for. we, and it is enough againſt kine 
too 3, and leaves no realon for his pretence that it was 
only in extraordinary caſes; I athrmed 'it con/d not be 
Epiphanius bi# 2rearrrg (a5 a great Antiquary would have 
it ) that Alexandria was never ſo divided, as that ſeveral 
at in it ſhould have their refpective Biſhops there, ' and 

ores he:ſeveral Inſtances-to evince it - for, ſoit was di- 

tn the time of Epiphamus, when the-Catholicks had 
Athanaſiug, the Arians had Gregorius; and thei Geor-- 
gius; : 4rd-afterwards the'cne had Peter the other Lucius, 
ag the Novatians had their ſas Jueceſſroety (hr that / 
City thll:Cyriotime,” | 2 

© He anſwers however I do not yr why chin ſnap 
$ Antiquerie's opinion may not be maincamed againſt this 
Gentleman's objettions, he fayes that Alexandria was - 
* divided before Epiphanins his time between veral Bi- 
* (haps: (I fd 1 Epyphaniurstime) 1cannct be denied. . 
g { But thak i4notthe thing Epiphanzzs ſpeaks of, but that 

(they Blettion\ of :Fheynus again(t - Avhanaſous, | 
© there were: never axpoaypetcs Biſhops as in othet 
- * Churches, [ /t 1 »$ 

But 4his-doth heither _ with the one nor defend 

theothar z.. -$t: agiecs not: with: Epiphanins, but makes- 


him contradict himfelf, for he tells us there were two 


oppolite Bilhops at Alcxaudrie before Theowas was _ 


024) 
ſen. For this was'not till Alexander's death, but he ſayes 
*Piſtus was made Biſhop there: by the Arians white 
© Her. 69.Num. Ale:cander was living 0.” And he could not be ignorant 
8-9-7933 , Of what Exſebius declares p, that upon the diviſion in 
4.3. tep. 4 iEgypt occalioned by Arixs,in every City, x8 ingolus muy, 
«there.was Biſhop againſt Biſhop, a People againſt Peo- 
-ple. Nor doth it defend the Antiquary, for he ſpeaks 
univerſally without limiting himſelf to the Ele&ion of 
' Theonas, Eccleſiam Alexandrinam mnunquam in partes ſciſ- 
Jam quarum (ingule Epiſcopum ſunm habebant, that Church 
was never divided ſo #s to have oppoſite Biſhops. | 
© Theinſtances are all later than this Fad, and th 
<< fore are inſignificant, ſayes he. , 
They are ſignificant, both in reference to the 
Antiquary a inſt whom they are brought to prove that 
he miſtook Cophemins, when he would have it to be 
his meaning, that Alexandria was never ſo divided as 
to have two oppoſite Biſhops ; for they ſhew it was of- 
cen ſodivided:: and alſoinreference to Epiphanins, they 
were fo late as his time on p e, toſhew more un- 
queſtionably, that could not be his meaning, which 
was againſt his knowledge, 'and notorious inſtances in 
y - But he willnot deny the #nftance of the A(ovatiaris to 
be fignificant, only Socrates does not ſay that they hed their 
: Biſhops ſmaceſſruely to Cyril's tine. | 
Nor do Iſay he does; but he {ayes Cyrili fort wp the 
Novatian{Churches there, and took away all the ſacred 
treafure in them, and deprived therr ' Bifhop.'T 1 
pus of all he had, Now. when- our Author meets with 
Churches, and a Biſhop over them; he is not wont to 
queſtion a Sxcceſſzor, unleſs it appears he was the firſt. 
* It may be they began'there after this time, for there 
* 1s little Account in Church-Hiſtory, that I know, of 
* any Novatians in Alexandria before Athanaſins, 
0 We 
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(25) 

We are little concerned about this, yet it may be 
they began before this time, for there 2s 0 account at 
all in Church Hiſtory, that the Novatians began there in, or 
after Athanaſius his time. 

I had produced evidence that many African *Biſhops 
declared, in the caſe of Valerivs and Auſtin, that it was 
»/aal in all parts, to have two Biſhops in a City atonce 3 
to this he anſivers, © but ſuppoſe all this true, that this 
© might be maintained by the Examples of ſeveral 
© Churches, what is it that two Biſhops may be in one 
* Church ? no, that is not the matter, but that a Biſhop 
© when he growes old, may appoint or ordain his Suc- 
© ceſſour, to prevent the mischiefs, that are uſually produced 
© by popular EleTions. 

If what the Africar Biſhops did alledge, werereſtrain- 
ed to that particular caſe he contends for; yet this is 
enough to make good all I intend, viz. that uſually ma 
the antient Church, there were two * Biſhops together in 
one place. For when one is ordained Biſhop in the ſame 
place, when another isſtill living; with whatever deſign, 
upon what occaſion ſoever this is done, yet there are 
two Biſhops at once in the ſame place. 

I ce no reaſon why this ſhould be reſtrained to that 
particular caſe, the occaſion of what the Biſhops affirm 
may clear it, and that was Aſtiz's ſcruple, not to ſuc- 
ceed Valerivs, but to be made Biſhop of Hippo, while 
his Biſhop there was living, Epiſcopatume ſuſcipere, ſuo 
vivente Epiſcopo, recuſabat, tor ſo there would be two 
together, which he took tobe againſt the Cuſtom of the 
Church, contra morem Cccleſie 5 but they all perſwade 
him that this was uſually done, id ers ſoiere, and prove 
it by examples in all parts q. And Valerizs his deſire q pofdm.tite 
and propoſal was, that Auſtin might be ordained Biſhop 4e* c4p.8. 
of Hippo, ui ſue Cathedre non tam ſuccederet ſed Conſa- 
cerdos accederet, not as one that was to ſucceed hint only, 
but to be © Biſhop together with hams. E When 
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When he aſligns this as the reaſon. of appointing a 
a Succeſſour, to prevent the miſchiefs that are uſually pro- 
duced by popular eleftions, he ſpeaks his own fence, not 
theirs; for they were better adviſed than to brand the 

neral praftice of the ancient Church as miſchievous, 
and how this ſuggeſtion becomes one, who undertakes 
to write a 2indication of the Primitive Church, let him- 
{elf conſider. Others may judge it, a more intollera- 
ble zefleftion upon the univerſal Church in the beſt and 
after times, than any M4. *B. can be juſtly charged 
with: However the reaſon aſligned' for it by *Poſſzdo- 
77, 15 another thing than y—__ in this Authors whole 
account, it was becauſe Valerius feared leſt ſome other 
Church, ſhould ſeek bins for their © Biſhop, and get a per- 


fon ſo- approved, from him. 


* Whereas in fine he fayes, © Theſe Caſes ſpecified . 


vere not thought to violate the Rule that allowed bur 
© one Biſhop to a City. Yet it was thought fo by St. 
Auſtin, when heexcuſes his ſuffering himſelf to be made 
Biſhop with Valerins, by this, that he knew no: it was 


_ forbidden by a rule of the Nicene Conncil, 2uod Conci- 


lis Niiceno prohibitum fuiſſe neſciebqm, and gives this as 
the reaſon why he wqnld not fo ordain Eradims. 

Next he'would prove, that this proviſion for 4 Suc- 
ceſſotr does not deftroy that ule, by an inſtance, I need 
not tranſcribe it at Jarge, the ſam of it is this, whex the 
Government'is Moxarchical, if it falf out once (in many 
Ages, as it did in Ergland once in above 500 years) 
that another King be crowned, beſides hin who hath the 


Throne ;, yet it will be true enough, that it is the rule of 


thoſe Kingdoms to have but one King. To which I fay 


'\- briefly, if it'be »ſ#al to have two Kings in ſuch a Go- 


vernment, it will ſcarce be thought true, that it is he 
Inviolable "Rule of thofe Kingdoms, to have but one 
King. And then how this inftance will ſute his pur- 
| pi: poſe, 
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; (27) 
poſe let thoſe judge who take notice, that, I have al- 
ready proved it »ſal in the antient Church for Cities 
in all parts to have two * Biſhops at once. 

From pag. 12. he paſſes to pag. 23. To ſhew there 
were more Biſhopricks than one in the Region or Dio- 
ceſs of Hippo I brought ſeveral inſtances z and might 
have produced more, but that I confined my felt to 
thoſe which the learned Deaz alledged to the contrary. 
Fuſala is one of them, and that alone this (Zertlemar 
takes notice of, St. Auſtin calls it Caſtelym diverſe 
times in one Epiſtle. He finds fault that I tranſlate Ca- 
ſtellum a Caſtle, 1 did no more expect to be blamed for 
this, than if I had render'd Oppidum'a Town. Bur I 
ſuppoſe he counts it no great crime, ſince he runs into 
it himſelf and in a few lines after calls it a Caſtle, 

© But theſe Caſtles, ſayes he, were Garriſon Towns, 
*with a good dependance of Villages belonging to 
* them. 

They were Fortreſſes, and ſometimes had Villages 
depending on them, and might contain ſo many build- 
ings as there are in ſome Village or little Town 3 how- 
ever he calls them Caſtles, and may give me leave to 
do ſo too. | 

He adds, © It was 40 miles diſtant from Hippo, and 
* was in St. Auſtine's Diocels, and never had a Biſhop of 
its OWN. | 

It is ſaid indeed to belong to the Dioceſs of Hippo, 
but I do not find it ſaid to be in St. Auſtine's Dioceſs or 
Biſhoprick 3 theſe are two things and ſhould not be 
confounded. When it is faid to belong to the Dioceſs of 
Hippo, ſo farr diſtant, Dioceſs is not taken as an Eccle- 

ſraſtical ſenſe as it is with us, for part of a Countrey 
under the Government of oe Biſhop but asit wasuſed 
in Africa ina civil ſenſe, for part of a Province, without 
reſpeCt to one Biſhop, or to' nny one Biſhop'at'all. Some 
- E 2 parts 
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parts there call'd Dioceſles had ro Biſhops,yor were to have 


Con. Carth. 2. ary by Decrees of the African Conncils r. Other places 


41.4. Code Af- 


a Dioceſs þad more Biſhops than one. *Petilian 
ſayes, that in the place where his Collegue Jarnarins 
was Biſhop there were 4 Biſhops beſides, all five in #4 


cu — _— s. Andthus it wasin many other places, parti- 
INuM-117- 
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cularly in that called the Dzoceſs ef Hippo, as I ſhew'd 
by diverſe inſtances, and St. Auſtin's own Teſtimony. 
Hereby it appears that in Africa, a Dioceſs and a 
*Biſhoprick were not the ſame thing, though they be 
with us. There were diverſe Dioceſles and no Biſhop- 
ricks and many Biſhopricks where but one Dioceſs ; {6 
that Fyſſalaand 200ther Caſtles and Towns might bein 


the Dioceſs of Hippo, at 40 miles diſtance or more; and 


yet St. Anſtir's Bilhoprick, not one jot the larger for it, 


" nor he more a Dioceſan. 


Whereas he adds, that it never had a Biſhop of its own. 
It is unqueſtionable that Fx/ala had a Biſhop of its own 
in Aſtiz's time 3 and this renders it wholly unſervice- 
able to their purpoſe 3 for the Biſhoprick of Hippo, faid 
to be of 40 miles extent, will not upon the count of 
Fuſſala be 40 yardslarger. Nor will either of theſe Bi- 
ſhops, nor any other inthat Region be Dioceſans 3 un- 
leſs there can be two Dioceſans, and I know not how 
many more, inoze Dioceſs. 

I afligned this reaſon, why Fſala had not a Biſhop 
ſooner, becauſe Auſtin declares, there was not one Catho- 
lickin it, and ſuppoſed this might ſerve the turn, not 
dreaming that thoſe who count all the people in a very 
large Pariſh, or in an 100 Pariſhes little enough for a 
Dioceſan ; could think his Dioceſs competently furniſh- 
cd when he had not ore: Soxl (or but ſome few) in 
communion with him. - 

He fayes, the Town or Caſtle indeed had none, but the 
Connty belonging to it had ſome 3, he will have the Terri- 
tory 
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C29) 
tory or Pariſh depending on this Caſtle to be a County. 
I cannot but obſerve the admirable power of a fancy 
tintured and prepoſſeſſed. Ir will turn a Pariſh into a 
County, and a Caſtle into a County Town ;, and fince a 
County with us, was a "Province with them, one *Pro- 
vince muſt be as much as all Africa; and a very ſmall 
part of Numidia, muſt be far greater than the whole. 
But there are ſome Hypotheſes, which may ſtand in need 
of ſuch imaginations. BD 

However he likes not my reaſon, and why 2? be- 
cauſe, though it had no Catholicks in it then, it might have 
ſome before and concludes it had, becauſe it belonged here- 
tofore to the Dioceſs of Hippo. 

« But that it formerly had Catholicks, (faies he) we 
© may conclude by Mr. Baxter's reaſoning, becauſe it 
< belonged heretofore to the Dioceſs of Hippo. 

IF Drzoceſs be taken in a civil ſenſe (as it is frequently 
in African Authors ) this will be no proof, that there 
had been any Catholicks in it, becauſe im this ſenſe Fuſſa- 
Iz might belong to that Dioceſs, though there had not 
been either Chriſtian or Biſhop in the whole Region: 
Nor will it be hereby proved, taking it in the Eccleſi- 
aſtical ſenſe ; for that part of Hzppo, which was under 
the Doratiſt Biſhop, had no Catholick 3 and yet de 
jure, as he tells us, belonged to the Diocefs, (as hecalls 
it,) or charge of St. Auſtin. Yet ſince he allows Mr. 
"Baxter's Argument, he muſt admit what it concludes, 
viz, that a place that hath- no Chriſtians or Catholicks 
1n it, belongs to no Biſhop 5 and then Fx/alz never 
belonged to St. Auſtin as its Biſhop 5 either before it had 
Catholicks,for againſt this the Argument is admitted to 
be concluſive : not after, . for then it had a Biſhop of its 
own. And fo all they have to alledge for the largeneſfs 
of St. Auſtin's Biſhoprick comes to nothing. | 


« $0 


(30 ) 

« Sg that I conceive the reaſon will not hold, for its 
« having no Biſhop of its own, ſince the ſame” reaſon 
« deſtroys its dependence upon the the Dioceſs of Hippo, 
« which i1sexpreſly affirmed. 

The reaſon I gave-for its having no Biſhop, was, 
becauſe St. Aſtin declares there was no Catholick in it, 
This reaſon: will hold, unleſs they think- a place may 
have a Biſhop where there are no Chriſtians at all ; 
when as yet they judge, that a place which hath Chri- 
ſtians enough to make a good Congregation, Or 74ny, 
ought not to have a Biſhop. Whereas he {ayes this rea- 
ſon deſtroys its dependance upon the Dioceſs, I wonder 
What dependance he imagines, fince it is ſuch, as both 
the 0t having of Chriſtians, and alſo the- having of then, 
deſtroys it. The former he here affirms, the ſame reaſor 
(which is its not having of Catholicks) deſtroys it 5 the 


- latter is undeniable, for when' Fuſſala had a competent 
fieibe 


r of; Catholicks, a Biſhop was there conſtituted 
and then it depended no more on the Dioce/s of Hippo, 
than one Biſhop's Church depends on another, when 
both are independent. 

.'The dependance of Faſala upon Hippo was ſuch, as 
that of a Countrey place upon a greater Town well 
furniſhed with Oftolts for their help, to convert and 
reduce the Inhabitants, and when enough are convert- 
ed to help them to a Biſhop or Paſtor. This St. Auſtir: 
did for F»f/ata, he imployed Presbyters to reduce the 
Donatiſts there, and when they were reduced, headds 
them not to' his own charge, would not have them E- 
piſcopo cedere;, but adviſes them to have a Biſhop of their 
own, and procures one for them. This was the pra- 
Qice of the primitive tines, in theſe methods were 
Churches and Biſhops multiplyed; 1t wasnot' out of uſe 
in the fifth Age, this of Faſſale as managed by St. Avſtir 
is a remarkable inſtance thereof; and if otherBiſhops had 
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.mitated him, as:he did the Apoſtles, and beſt. Ages, 
the Church would not have been troubled with-de- 
bates about Dioceſars. p 
That Auſtin would not take the Charge of a Place 
ſo far off as F»ſſala, he will have it aſcribed to his' Mo- 
deity. But it was ſuch eModefty as this excellent Perſon 
made Conſcience of, being convinced certiſ:ms' ratione, 
by #oſt certain reaſon, that he was not ſutticient for it. 
If all other Biſhops had been ſo modeſt, ſo conſcientious, 
there might have been, as /\(azianzen ſpeaks, when Bi- 
{hops were multiplyed in Cappadocia, Yuxar inmuirnanuley, 
a much more deſirable thing, to thoſe that Jove Sowls, 
than a great Dioceſs. | 9 
He gives a reaſon why this muſt be- aſcribed-to Se. 
Auſtin's modeſty, becauſe he diſcharged the Office of 
* Biſhop there, 12 more difficult times, while the *Presby 
he imployed there, werebarbarouſly uſed. J 
' Ince not deny that he performed the Office # 
Jhap there 3 tor it1s the office 'of a Biſhop to' endef 
by himſelf or others, the converting: or reducingtef 
that. he can Only this will not prove Fuels \Þb 
then part of his Biſhoprick, no move thattiitwilt why 
Athanaſins to have been Biſhop 'of India's )beda\ſes yo 
encouraged, and ſent. Frumentiue with others'\thither, 
to convert the Indians F. | : —__.. Miz 
The teamed Dean had dited (Aſt 85 calling! krmfdlf $0. !. 2-6 2 
the Biſhop of that DiocefCunderſtandingby ta Repiqn 
of vaſt extent.) I obſerved thatinthe Epiſtle quoted'he 
oniely ſaith he had the Epiſcopal charge of Hippo. - By 
this the Gentleman changing my words, will have me to h 
Ggnific, that he wagthe-Rifhop ofthe Towr only.. \' This 
I did not intend, tbutxhatythe 'was'not he-brily Biſhop 
of that whole'Region.”' "But whether he was'Biſhop/ of 
part of the Towwonly, 'orof that and ſore part of the 
Region alſo; I am not much concerned. His wordsare 


| C32) 


If our Author will allow of this (as he ouſt if he will 


& as if he had been Biſhop of the Town only, nay, but 
& of part of that neither, for the Doratiits had their 
« Biſhop there : ſo this will ſtrangely diminiſh the Bi- 
« ſhoprick of St. Auſtin which at firſt appeared folarge. 
Then he anſwers, for the Donatiſts having « Bibop 
there, it ſignifies little to our preſent purpoſe, ſince he was 
but an Oſurper. 

But this ſignifiesas much to my purpoſeasT need ; for 
the Donatiſts having a Biſhoprickin Hippo, St. Auſtin's 
muſt needs be diminiſhed thereby, and altogether as 
much leſſened, -as if they had not been Ofurpers. And 
they were counted no otherwiſe Oſ#rpers, but fo that if 
the Donati? Biſhop had been reconciled 3 by a Decree 
of the Africer Church he was to continue in his Biſhop- 
there, as a rightful *Poſſeſſour, and there would have 


*beea ſtill two Dioceſles (ſuch as they were) in one 


Town. | 

Ye would have us believe Aſtin as if he declared, 
that he was not the Biſhop of the Town only ; but his 
words are, Ot modum diſpenſationis mee non ſupergrediar 
hac Eccleſue ad Hipponenſem Regionem pertinenti prodeſſe 
comteſtor, which, ſayes our Author, plainly ſignifies, 
thatlall the Church belonging, not only to the Town, but 
but alſo to the Region of Hippo, belonged to him. 

But if he pleaſe to view the words again which him- 
ſelfhath quoted, he will find it plainly fignifyed, that 
Auſtin's Church belonged to the Region of Hippo, but not 
that all the Church both in Town and Region, belonged to 
him. Avntonixs Biſhop of Fuſſala might have ſaid this 
astruly of his Church there,as Aſtzz: did it of his Church 
at Hippo; it did ad tpgennfe Kegionem pertinere,be- 
long to the Region of Hippo. And it may be as juſtly in- 
{erred from hence;that all the Chuceh-both in the Town 
and Region of Hippo belonged to the Biſbop of Fuſala. 


ſtand 
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ſtand to hisown account of this paſſage ) Auſtin's Biſhop- 
rick will be ftrargely diminiſhed indeed, it muſt be con- 
fined to a part of Hippo, and made leſs than I repreſent 
it. For I did not fay, nor had I any need to aſſert, 
that he was Biſhop of the Town only. We may allow 
him beſides his part of the Town, diverſe Villages in 
the Countrey (though I have not ſeen it proved) with- 
out any danger of aſſigning him a Dzoce/an Church. 
For Kidderminſter (as one tells us, who very well 
knows it)) bath 20 Villages belonging to it, and ſome 
thouſands of Souls therein, yet according to our mo- 
dern meaſures will ſcarce SO a Dioceſan Church x.  -u M. B. of &- 

To ſhew that there were more Biſhops in the Region of Fas: 
Hippo, than St, A»ſtir, beſides particular inſtances 

(which he paſles by) I alledged a paſlage of his where 
the Donatiits were deſired to meet together with the Ca- 
tholick, Biſhops, that were in that Region, and who there 

ſuffered ſo much by the DonatiiFs : to this he anſwers, 

« That theſe Biſhops who are ſaid to be in Regione Hip- 
© poxenſſ, were not the Biſhops of that "Fegior, but 
« ſome Biſhops of the *Province met together there. 

But that theſe were Biſhops of the *Province met to- 
gether there, is a meer conjecture of his own, without 
the leaſt ground either jn this paſſage or any other in 
that Epiſtle. It will not be hard to anſwer any thingat 
this rate. If there had. been a Provincial Council then 
held in that Region, there might have been ſome pre- 
tence for what he ſayes ; but there is not any hint of 

this in the whole Epiſt/c. That which is deſired is a 
eMecting for conference, Hoc eſt ergo deſiderium noſtrum, 

&c. Primum | fieri poteſt ut cum Epiſcopis noſtris pacifice 

conferatis ——, ideo nos conferre volumns , and the 

prime occalion of it was the outrages committed in 
that Region by the Doratiſts, wherein the Biſhops of 

that place were particularly concerned. This is a 


(34) 
ed, as in other parts of the Epiſtle, ſo particularly in 
+ alice ctted, Epiſcopor noftros fr fart in Regione Hip- 
4 


 ubi tanta mals | —_ 
a_oupe 


concerning the Biſbops of the Province as here intended, 
to be no better than an Evaſion. 


To prove that there was but one Biſhop in the Re- 
gion of Hippo, he tells us, © That the Clergy there cal- 
<led in the Inſcription of an Epiſtle, Clerici Regionis 
<« Hipponenſinm, ſpeaking of the Biſhop of Hippo, do call 
« him their Biſhop, and not one of their Biſhops, &c. 


But the Clergy fo called, may be only the Clergy of 
Hippo, and fo they are in the Title of the Epiſtle Clericz 
Hippone Cathelici : and well _—_— of Hippo be called 
the Clergy of the Region, both becauſe they were in that 
Region,and were theClergy of it w] ifoxw.But if the ex- 
preſſion ſhould be extended to more or to a/in the Regi- 
on,their calling him Epiſcopus roſter,will beno proof that 
they had no other Biſhop, but him at Hippo. For that 
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aſe Epiſcopus noiter or Epiſcopi noſtri,all along in this 
Fete oth not denote to nts; that wr 
Cherch to which they belonged (as he would have it) 
but a Biſhop of their party or perſwaſron. So they call 
Valenmtims noſtrum Catholicum Epiſcopum, who yet was 
not Biſhop of Hippo. So they call them Epi/copos noſtrox, 
whom they deſired the Donatiſts to meet once and a- 


ain w, and thrice in another page, where our Author w pag. 37% 
Ends Epiſcopos noitros x. He may have many more IN» x p4g+ 371; : 


ſtances hereof in that Epiſtle. If there was ſo many 
Biſhops in Hippo or in that Region, as the Clergy call 
Epiſcopos noſtros, he muſt grant many more Biſhops in 
that Region than 1 need defire. So that this *Phraſe 
however it be underſtood, is a medium unhappily cho- 
ſen : if it be taken in »»y ſenſe it is impertinent and can 
conclude nothing for him; if it be takenin his own ſenſe, 
it will conclude direfly againſt him. 

He paſſes to Alexandria, and to pag. 32. The inſtance 
of Mareotis he ſayes little to, fo our Author, I might 
think it enough, where there was fo little occaſion. 

« He infinuates asif eMareotis _ not-have number 
<« enough of Chriſtians to have a Bilnop, but this Atha- 
by FE. does ſufficiently ſhew to be a groundleſs con- 
« jecture. 

I had no intention or occaſion to ſignifie that Mareo- 
tis had not Chriſtians enough to have a Biſhop, I knew 
that it both had many Chriſtians, and a Biſhop alſo, 
and named him too 3 and therefore the gronndleſs conje- 
Fure may be fixed ſomewhere elſe. | 

" And even before Athanaſivs, the generality of the 
< People there were Chriſtians. 

How long before ? Dijonyſiws in the latter __ of the 
third Age declares.it Tenwy widgets, quite deffitute of 


Chriitians y, and the gaining the generality there, to yzuſb.4.9.114 


the Faith,. required ſome conſiderable time, and it is 
F- 2 like 


| (86) 
hs propegtied not far, till Chriſtianity generally pre- 
vailed. ute 
Beſides 1ſchyras, I had mentioned Dracontivs, both 
| Biſhops in the Territory of Alexandria (as Agathammon 
z 4pol.2.p.612, alſo was 2) of Dracontins he takes notice, and ayes, 
poſſibly he was a Chorepiſcopus, 
But a Chorepiſcopus is elſewhere with him a Dioce- 
P44e 590 ſana, and here he ayes that he did accept a *Biſhoprick, 
Now theſe put together will go near to make a Djoce- 
Jan Biſhop. But then if there were two or three Biſhops 
in the Dioceſs of Alexandria, beſides Atharaſins;, they 
will ſcarce be ſo much as half Dioceſans. 
He ſayes Athanaſms prefſ 'd himto accept it. If fo this 
reat Perſon was no more unwilling to have another 
Eiſhop in his Diocef, and in a Conntrey place too, than 


| 


was an extraordinary caſe, though what was extraordi- 
4 2ary in it I cannot imagine 3 to prove any thing there 
"18 mentioned to be ſo, will be an hard task. 

«* And allowing this man a Countrey Biſhoprick, 
< that of Alexandria would be a great deal too bigg for 
* the Congregational meaſure. 

And ſo it might be, and yet be no __ Church; 
if that will fatisfie him which is tco big for theſe meaſures, 
he ſeems content to drop his caufe, and may leave it in 
| the hands of *Presbyterians. And he is in the more 
ll danger, becauſe he ſeems not apprehenſive of it, but 
| counts it enough if he thinks a Church is any where 
found larger than oze Congregation. 

I had given inſtances of ſeveral Towns that had Bi- 
ſhops, and were but two or three or four &*c. miles 
diſtant one from'another this he denies not : but asks 
what does this conclude £ might not thoſe Dioceſſes be yet 
much larger than one Congregation 


Au3tin was to have one at Fufſala. He fayes further this. 
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I might conclude that thefe were juſt ſuch Dioceſes 
as our Countrey Pariſhes are 3 and had fuch Congrega- 
tions as thoſe Pariſh Churches have. And ſome of them 
in time might have proviſion (as ſome of ours have) 
for more Congregations than one. And if our oder 
Dioceſſes were of this proportion, they would be much 
more conformable to the antient Modells. 

« Suppoſe the chief Congregations of Holand had 
« each a Biſhop, yet I conceive they would be Dioce- 
« ſans,though thoſe Citics lie verycloſe together. 

He might have laid the ſcere at home, where we are 
better acquainted, and ſuppoſed this of our Countrey 
Towns; or of bot!r the ckzef, and /effer Towns in Hol- 
land ; \f he had deſigned. what would be moſt parallel. 
But to take it as it is formed, though thoſe Cities lay 
not further diſtant, and had each of them a Biſhop, yet 
if their Churches were goyerned in_ common by Biſhop 
and Presbyters, as the antient Churches -were.z they 
would net be Dioceſan, but more like the Model of the 
Churches and Government which Hol/and hath at pre- 


ſent. 


« And now after all this, though we have ſeveral in- 
© ſtances out of Egypt, how ncar Cities were [together 
*;n ſome partsz yet upon the whole account the Dio- 
* cefles do appear to be large enough, from the num- 
« ber of them, | ei, rr 

He would have us think- where Ciries are /o near toge- 
ther (as I had ſhewed) yet becauſe of their number the 
Dypceſles might be large enough. But where they 
were ſonear together, they could not be large enough 
to make any thing like the modern Dioceſles, no, not 
Iarger than our Countrey Pariſhes if they had Biſhops 
m them. And the Ancients thought themſclves obliged 
by the Apoſile's rule to have a Biſhop, not only in ſome 
but 1n every City , #owmrilumver, fayes Chryſo- 

| Stome, 
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ſalting the place I found it not intirely repreſented. 
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mins. Some, 2 18 ingow mir arrynonuirer þ,' and Theophilud? ex- 


prefies ws mow by. wh iow mar, without exception 
of the ſmallneſs of the place or its nearneſs to others. 
The reaſon diverſe Cities had none, was the want, or 
the inconfiderable number of Chriſtians in them. No- 
thing bnt this hindered any City from having a Biſhop 
in the four firſt Ages; though the greateſt part of their 
Cities ( as may be made manifeſt ) were no greater 
than our Market-Towns or fairer Villages. - And upon 
this account many Cities might want Biſhops, and it 
may be: did fo, in Egypt particularly 5 Heatheriſme pre- 
vailing in many places there, - even in Athanaſins his 
time ; for which I could produce fufficient evidence 3 
but wilt not now digreſs ſo far. Afterwards the affe&ta- 
tion of greatneſs in ſome, was the occaſion of new mea- 
fares; and orders were made that Towns which had 
no Biſhops before ſhould have none after : though the 
reaſon why they had none before was gone 5 and 
thoſe places had as many or more Chriſtiansin them, 
than moſt Epiſcopal Cities had of old. 

« For in Athanaſius his time there were not an hun- 


ther. Apol.2. © dred Biſhops in all wh Lybia and Pentapolis C 


I was a little ſurprized to read this, and ſee Athana- 


fas cited for it. For I knew that Athanaſixs reckons 


95 Biſhops from Egypt beſides himſelf, at the Council of 
Sardica; and others from Africa, wherein Lybia and 
*Pentapolis are uſually included 5 and it was never 
known that a .major part or a third of the Biſhops in a 
Countrey, did come to a Conncil at ſuch a diſtance as 

t was from Sardica. It is ſcarce credible that A- 
thanaſins would ſo far contradict himſelf, as to fay there 
were not ſo many Biſhops in all thoſe three Countreys, 
when he had ſignifyed there were many more in one of 
them. Some miſtake I thought there muſt be, and con- 


There 


CWF:- -. 
There is this Clauſe (immediately following the wards 
he cites) left out, 50s Thru duds imim, one of theſe ace 
cuſed me, whereby it appears that the meaning of the 
whole paſlage is this, there was an hundred Biſhops in the 
Dioceſe Egypt who appeared not againſt him, or that 
fav him. But thoſe who favoured Ariw (whom 
he calls Euſebians) and eAHeletivs, to fay nothing of Co- 
luthus (tor into ſo many parties was that Countrey then 
divided) are not taken into the reckoning 3; otherwiſe 
it would have amounted to many more than an hundred. 
 Sozomen (ayes the Biſhops there, who took Arixs his 


part were many, mw wr ereimer 4, and in Athaneſiae d Lib. 1. c.14, 


there is an account of many eMeletian Biſhops by 
namee; and in Epiphanizs it is ſaid, that in every Re- 
gion through which eMHeletivs paſlcd, and in every place 
where ke came he made Biſhops f. 

The next thing he takes notice of is the defence of 
Mr. Baxter's Allegation out of Athavaſiws, to ſhew, that 
all the Chriſtians of Alexandria (M. *B's words are, the 
main body of the Chriſtians in Alexandria) conld meet 
in one Church. 

«It js to be confeſſed that the expreſſions of that 
« Father ſeem to favour him, xx mivla; iv and that 
& the Church did xila Netw hold all, &c. 

I am made more confident by all that is ſaid to the 
contrary, that the evidence is really ſuch, as will need 
no favonr, if it can meet with Juſtice. 

« Now ſuppoſe that all the Chriſtians in Alexandria, 
« the Catholicks at leaſtwiſe, could meet together in 
« that great Church, yer all the Dioceſs could nor. 

All | was undertaken to be proved by the paſlage 
in queſtion, was, that the main body of Chriitians in 
Alexandria adhereing to Athanaſius could, and did meet 
in that one Church. If this be granted nothing is de- 
nicd that he intended toprove, As for a DioceFin the 
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Countrey, if he will ſhew us what, or where it was, 
and that it hed no other Biſhop ir it, he will doi ſomething 
that may be conſidered 3 yet nothing at all again 
what. this Teſtimony was made uſe of to evince. 

He fayes 2dly, © Suppoſe this great :great Church 
&« could receive all the multitude, yet if that multitude 
« was too great for Perſonal Communion it is mſignifi- 
*cant. 

Upon this ſ#ppoſitior it might be too great for an or- 
dinary meeting in the Congregational way, yet not big 
enough for a Dioceſan Church, But the ſuppoſition 15 

roundleſs and contradids __ who ſayes they 
Fad Perſonal Communion, they al prayed together, and 
did not only meet within the Walls, but concurred in 
the worſhip, and ſaid, Amen, 

He fayes 3dly, © Before the Church of Aexandriz 
<« met in diſtin& Congregations, but we are told that 
&* thoſe places were very ſmall, ſhort and ſtrait places, 

All theſe ſave oxe, I faid, which he ought not to 
have omitted. And they were ſo ſ/mal/, becauſe thoſe 
who were wont to meet in them ſeverally, fo as to fill 
them, could all meet in one Church, and did ſo as 
Athanaſizs declares. x 

< But that they were ſuch Chappels or Churches, as 
<ſome of our Pariſhes in Ezgland have as great a num- 
< ber as Alexardria, 1s hardly credible. 

I know not how thoſe places could be well expreſſed 
with niore diminution than Atharaſi#s hath done it, he 
ſayes they were not only ſtrait and ſ-al/, but'the very 
ſmallesF. If he will make it appear that our Churches 


| or Chappels are leſs than thoſe that were Cexxyrens, TI 


ſhall underſtand that which I could never before, that 
ſomething is /ef than that which is /ea## of a, But he 
will prove they were not ſo ſmall, becauſe firſt the 
Church of Alexandria was very numerous from the begin-. 

ning 
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ing, Why it ſhould be counted fo very numerous from 
the beginning, 1 know no reaſon, but the miſtake. of an 
Hiſtorian who will have a Se& of the Jews (which was 
numerous in or about Alexandria) to be Chriſtians. 

-« And if they met all in one place it muſt conſequent- 
«ly be very large. ; 

The ground of the conſequence is removed, Valeſins 

his own Author fayes they had but one Church to meet in, 
in Dionyſius his time, almoſt 3 Ages from the begin- 


ning g. If that one was large, yet it is not like that it gp. '54 


ſtood till Atharaſivs his time 3 after ſo many Edi#s for 
demoliſhing of all Chriſtian Churches, and a ſevere 
Execution of them in Diocletiax's Perſecution, 

« Nor is it likely they ſhould divide till they were 
« grown too numerous for the biggeſt Meeting-place 
< they could conveniently have. 

It is' as likely as that Athanaſuus ſpeaks truth, in a 
matter which he perfealy, knew 5 he tells' us they did 
divide, and yet were not too numerous for one great 
Church, in which they met conveniently too; yea, bet- 
ter than when diſperſed in thoſe little places, as he 
fayes and proves, 7 Clams ir, ec. 

dly, He ſayes, © Though before the Empire was con- 
« yerted they might be confined to little places, and 
< forced to meet ſeverally 3 yet after Conſtantine became 
« Chriſtian, it is not likely that the Alexandrians would 
< content themſelves with ſmall and ſtrait Chappels. 

Nor did they content themſelves. with thoſe little 
ones, for beſides this built in Atharaſivs his time, there 
was one greater than thoſe ſmall ones finiſhed in Alex- 
ander's time, where the body of Catholicks afſembled 
with Alexander, the other places being too (trait , 
Sway orToy dakor THY Try, this is that one T excepted, when 
I ſaid (after Athanaſis) that the reſt, all ſave one, were 
exceeding ſmall, But is it ” 3 proof that theſe werenot 


very 


. 
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ſmall which MNharaſins repreſents as fuch, becauſe 
ek was one (expreſ] undo v+ from that number ) 
ſomething larger ? As for what he adds, that ther: every 
ordinary City, built very great and magnificent Cathedrals, 
itis calily ſaid, but will never be proved. 

« 3dly, Some of theſe Churches had been built with 
< a deſign of receiving as many as well could have per- 
<« ſonal Communion in Worſhip together. 

Neither will this hold, untke(s ſome of thoſe Churches 
could have received al, which had *Perfonal Communi- 
ou with Athanaſizs in this greateſt Church 5 which he 
denies, and makes uſe of to Conflantivs asa plea why he 
made uſe of the greatefs. 

« As Theomas 18 find by Athanaſizs to have built a 
« Church bigger than any of thoſe they had before. 

Where Theonas is ſaid by Atharaſms to have built a 
Church, ee. I find not, nor does he dire ns where it 
may be found;' T ſappole for very good Reaſon: In- 
deed Athenaſts in this Apology ſpeaks of a Church called 
Theonss- (its like in memory: of a former Biſhop of that 
place) where he ſayes the multitude of Catholicks met 
with Alexander, ewiluwauidfe ta xit8 ; in like Circum- 
ſtances, as a greater multitude afſembled with himſelf in 
the new Church, which was greater, and pkads Alex- 
ander's example in defence of what he did. But Theoras 
could not build this Church, for he was dead many 
years before, being Predeceffour to *Peter whom Achil- 


* ** las and Alexander ſucceeded þ, 


- % And yet this and all- the reſt were but few and ſtrait 
< im compariſon of the-great multitude of Catholicks 
«that were in Alexandria. 

F expedted another Conclufion, but if this be all, he 
_ have ſpared the premifles; for one part of it we 
aflert, the other we-need not deny, only adding with 
Athanaſins, that the greateſt Church was capable Aavus 
mlmee, of receiving this great-multitude. But 
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But here he ſticks,and will w a little more,* But 
<« I conceive, ayes he, after all that the ex 
& ons of Athanaſius do not conclude that all the Chriſti- 
« ans in Alexandria were met in this great Church. 
_ © That a and every one did come, was never imagined, 
It is but the ain body of the Catholicks that M.' B. in- 
tends, as our Axthor obſerves a little before. 
« For the tumultuous manner in which they came to 
< their Biſhop to demand a general Aſſembly, makes it 
" poo that not only Women and Children, would 
< be glad to abſent themſelves, but mary more, either 
< apprehenſive of the effeCt of this txmmltuons proceeding, 
< or of the danger of ſuch a crowd. 
The Women he will not admit 3 but was i ever 
known that ſuch a great and folemn Aſſembly for Wor- 
ſhip conſiſted only of Men 2 Were not the Women in 
Communion with Athenaſfinss Chriſtians, that they muſt 
be left out, when he fayes all the Catholicks met? Can 
all be truly ſaid to aſſemble when the' fary greater part 
(Women, Childrez and his more) were abſent? 
Are not the Women in the "Primitive Church often 
noted for ſuch Zeal for the Worſhip of Chriſt, as made 
them contemn far-greater dangers, than here —_ 
any cauſe to be apprehenſive of? The ſuppoſed 
waseither from the Crowd or the Txmnlt, For the for- 
mer, did the Women and mary more never come to Chri- 
ſtian Aſſemblies, when there was any danger of being 
crowded 2  T think there was as great danger from a 
crowd in *Baſiliſcns his Reign, when the whole City of 
C.*P. is ſaid to have met together in a Church with the Enu- 
peronr, but yet the Women ſtayed not behind but crowd- 
ed in with the men, as Theodorus Lefor reports it, mow 
ud ms minens drdigedoy dun x; ywekir, & Th nadie wr Canniexs 
ewevpotdiiews j, Beſides At here ſignifies the dan i called. Uh. 1 
ger - oc (not in this) | 
2 W 


here 
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\ 4 
where they 'could-mot meet þuit 4 40le enegge, and fo 
—_—_ their aſſembling together in. the great Church as 
er. 
As for the Tummits (which might have been conceal- 
% ed in a Vindication of the-primitive Church) if there was 
any thing tummltnors, it was over when Athanaſius had 
complyed with their deſires to meet in the great Church, 
| And ſono apprehenſion of danger left to woxer, or any 
| elſe, upon this account. 

* And even thoſe that did afſemble there were too 
| © many for one Congregation, and was an afſembly 
< more for Solemnity and Oſtentation than for Perſonal 
| |. «* Communion in Worſhip, and the proper ends of a 
$ < religious Aſſembly. 

; Here he runs as croſs, to the great Athavaſins and the 
account which he gives of this Aſſembly as if he had 
fiudied it, debaſing that as more for Oftentation than for 
'Perſonal Communion in Worſhip, and the proper ends 
of a Religions Aſſembly, which Athenaſins highly com- 
mends both for the more deſirable communion which the 
'F Chriſtians had there in Worſoip, and for the greater ef- 

| ficacy of it-as to the proper ends of a Religious Aſſembly. 
k 4701.2-7-537: Let any one 'view the. paſſages k and judge. He (ts 

$32e forth the harmony, and concmrrence of the multitude in 
| | wor ſhip with one voice, He preferrs it before their aſſem- 

- blies, when diſperſed wn little places, and not only be- 
| cauſe the unanimity of the multitude was herein more ap- 
| parent, but becauſe God would ſooner hear them, iy 

mxias 3 Obs imuxics, For if, fayes he, according to our 

if | _Saviour's promiſe, where two ſhall agree concerning anything 
f it ſball be done for them by my Father, &c. how prevalent 
| will be the one voice of ſo numerous a people, aſſembled to- 
'' gether aud ſaying Amen toGode and mare-to that pur- 
poſe, by which we may perceive, Athanaſius being 
Jadge, how true is it that this Aſſembly was more for 
y Solemnity 


"— 2 I mores roam an, 


» 
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Solemnity and Oftemtation, than for "Perſonal Commu- 
zion in Worſhip and the proper ends of a Religious Aſſems- 
bly. And thus much to let us ſee through the Arts uſed 
to cloud a clear paſſage alledged out of Athanaſias ; if 
M. B. had betaken himſelf to ſuch /zttle deviſes, in like 
Circumſtances 3 our Author would have taken the Li- 
berty to tell him, that he was driven to hard Shifts. 
Before we leave Alexandria TI am to take notice of 
what is faid by our Author, to part of a Letter writ by 
a Friend to M.*B. concerning this City and the num- 
ber of Chriſtians therein in Conſtantive his time, The 
Writer of it obſerves a groſs abuſe put upon him in the 
Vindicator's Anſwer to it, and defires his defence may 
be here inſerted. It contains an argument to confirm bo 
what was concluded from th1+ pallage in Athanaſius | 
here infiſted on, that the Cathulicks ther conld meet in 
one place. Afﬀeer that paſſage and to this purpoſe M.*B. 
introduced it, as is very apparent /, This our Author 1 church rift. 
ſeems to obſerve when le begins with it-3 he adds, ſayes 146 9:10 
he, to this of Athanaſius (the very paſſage mentioned ) 
another argument given kin by a learned Friend m. And mpag: $8! 
after he hath done with it », becauſe M1. B. has endea- n pag. 62 
voured to repreſent the Church of Alexandria ſo inconſidera- 
ble even in Conſtantius his dyes, &c. And yet, how it 
comes to paſs I know not, it is quite'out of histhoughts 
while he is examining it. Hz was fo haſty for confuting, 
that he ſtaiesnot to take notice what he was to confute, 
though the intent of it be moſt plain and obvious, both 
by the occaſtor and words of the Letter : But Forces that 
ſenſe on it, and makes that the deſign of it 3 which P 
was far from thinking,. would ever come into any man's 
Fancy, when he was awake. The words of the Letter 
are theſe; The City of Alexandria, ſazes Strabo, is like 4 
Soldiers Cloak, &c. and. by computation about ter miles 
in compaſs, a 3d. ar 4th. part of this was taken up with 
peblick 
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publick buildings, Temples and Royal "Palaces z thus ts 
two miles and an half or three and a ; me taken up. He 
anſwers,* I will not fay this earned friend hath impoſed 
« on M.B. but there is a very greatmiſtake betwixt them. 
But the miſtake is hisown, and ſach a one, as I won- 
der how he could fall into it. He takes it for granted, 
that the Argument is brought to prove what Chriſtians 
Alexandria had in Strabo's time. Here is not the leaſt 
occafion given for this, unleſs the citing of Strabo ſhew- 
ing the dimenſions of that City : but *Primate Oſter is 
aoted too, on the ſame account ; and ſo as much rea- 
on to fancy the delign was to ſhew what Chriſtians A- 
kexandris had in the *Primate's time, Jerome, Epipha- 
mins, Theodoret, Socrates, Sozomen are alſo cited theres 
why could not theſe as well lead him to the right Age, 
which their words plainly point at, without the leaſt 
glance at any Age before, as Sirabo alone (cited with- 
out any reſpect to the time when he writ ) ſo far mi{- 
lead him? Nay, the 4th. age is expreſly mentioned in 
the Letter 3 and the numerouſnels of the N(ovatians 
and Arians in Alexandria at the time intended , 
is infiſted on 3 could he think any man fo ſtupid, that 
had but the leaſt acquaintance with thoſe things, as to 
ſpeak of Arians, and A(ovatians in Strabo's time > But 
it may be, h I would hope better, our Examiner 
was too inclinable to fix an abſurd thing upon the Wri- 
ter of the Letter ; that hemight be _ fromgiving 

a better anſwer when it was not ready. 

- Butlet us hear what he ſayes to it 3 yet what can be 
expected to be. faid by one-who makes his own dream 
the Foundation of his Diſcourſe ? However let us try 
if we can find any one clauſe that is true ard pertinent in 
the whole, and begin with the beſt of it. 

Though Strabs ſayes that Temples and great Palaces 
took up a 4th. or a 3d. of the City, yet our —_ 
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will have us think there might be inhabitants theres 
when Epiphanims fayes, as I cited him, that part was 
Yau, deſtitute of Inhabitants, ſo he tells us * Bruchiune 
was. The Examiner denies not Bruchium to be that Re- 

ion of the City which Strabo (ayes, was taken np with 

ublick © Buildings, but adds, all the publick build- 
ings of the Town in one Region ? But who faid all the 
Publick Buildings ? This is his own fancy ſtill. 

« And that an outer skirt too, as it 1s deſcribed by 
<« the Greek Mzrtyrology in Hilarion, &c. 

If he mean it was not a Part or Region of the City 
Strabo and Epiphanins will have Credit before a Fory out 
of the Greek AMrtyrology, or him that tells it, when it 
appears not in the wordscited. In Strabo it is ##& part 


of the City, in Epiphanias itis a Region, © 33 Crogfo xgyuulre |, 
xxduen, For as /Yome was divided into 14 Regions, and mas þ 166, 


C. *P. in imitation of it, {6 Alexandria was divided into 
5, whereof Bruchinm was one, and the greateſt of all. 
So T underftand Ammiams Harcelinus, who upon the 
toſs of Bruchinm ſaith, amiſit regionuns maximans partent 
gue *Bruchinnt apelſatur 5 Alexandria loſt the greateſt of 
its Regions, which was called Bruchium. 

« This Epipharius ſayes was deſtitute of Inhabitants in 
* his time, and not unlikely, and perhaps deſtitute of 
<« Pablick Buildings too, for it: was deſtroyed after an 
« ob(tinate ftege in the Reign of Aurelian as Anmianus 
« Marcellinus, or of Clan4ins as Enfebins. 

When he hath granted all that I deſigned, #hat this 
part was deſtitute of Inhabitants, and more too, that it 
was deſtroyed, yet he would have the City no leſs, no 
weceſſtty of this, ſayes he, fare we are not yet awake 8 
can a City looſe Tinyny if x) reins m3 mlrr&+ mgiCias ule | 
m the Hiſtorian's words, a 4th. yea, or 4 third part of its 
largeneſs, and yet not be {© zmch the leſs? He hath no- 
thing to ſalve this, but it zzay be, and it might be, 
ground= 


| in Chronic. 


= Hiſt. Lib. 4» 


| p Is Eaſeb lib, 
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groundle ſarmiſcs, without either reaſon or authority, 


"© They might 1 upon another quarter, being it 

bY to vild TT they might 
« dyell cloſer than before, and ſotheir multitude be un- 
« diminiſhe. 

How far it is from being true, that their multitude was 
undiminiſht 5 and how needleſs either to inlarge— or to 
dwell cloſer, may ſoon appear. The multitude muſt 
needs be much diminiſhed 1n ſuch a War, and a cloſe 
ſiege of many years continuance, for ſo it is reported 
both by Exſebius and Feromwe 5 and it was much waſted 
and in a conſumptive condition, before it was thus be- 
fieged and difmantled by Claudixs 2. or Anrehan. 

It wasgreatly diminiſhed in numbers by Caracal/a who 
Maſlacred a great part of the Inhabitants. Herodiar 
fayes, mir gwen girl ds geidgers aluarGr, Bec. the laughter 
was ſuch that with the. ſtreams of bloud, which ran from the 


place, not only the waſteſt outlets of Nilus, but the Sea, all 


along the Shore of Alexandria was diſcoloyred o. Towards 
the latter end of the third Age, Dionyſus gives an ac- 
count of the ſtrange diminution of the Alexandrians p, 
fipnifying that in former daies the elderly men were more 
numerous, than in his time, both. young and old, compriz- 
ing all from infancy, to extream old age, «mi mmiay dead 
maldov, ulypr Tay is deg Wyneaxdmay, 

« However certain it is, that this City long after the 
« deſtruction of Pruchiunr, retained its ancient Great- 
* neſs; and is repreſented by no Author asdiminiſht ei- 


© ther in Number or Wealth. 


This 1s certain no otherwiſe than the former, z.e. quite 
the wrong way. For not long after the deſtruction of 
"Bruckium, in the Egyptian War made by Diocletian up- 
on Achilleus, which Euſebins, Entropius and othersmen- 
tion : It was greatly diminiſht both in numbers and wealth, 
For Alexazdria after a long ſiege, was taken by _ 

an 
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and plundred, Kron Execution done upon the Citizens, 
an Þ 24 Walls-of the; Town demoliſhed. .... i 

© A great part of the City (#perche Letter). mas aſſign- 
ed to the Jews, ſo Strabo indefinitely #s Jolephus quotes 
him, others tell us more punFually, that their ſbare was two 
of the five diviſions |, though many of them had, their habi- 
tations.in the ather diviſions, yet they had two 5th. parts. in- 
tire to themſelves ;, and this is I ſuppoſe the in@& iN which 
Joſephus ayes the Succeſſors of Alexander, ſet apart for 
them ; thus we ſee how 6 or 7 miles .of the 10 are dif 
poſed of... To this he. ſayes, - +, The. number of thoſe 
« Tems..was.much leſſened: within a. little while after . 
« _ by an inſurre&ion of the: AMexardriany againſt 
* them. <v3 
I ſuppoſe he means. by. that ſlaughter of them which 


t wergthelſe to the, vaſt number of Femc)1n Egypt, 


which "Philo r ſayes amounted] xp- no. lefs than a, mil-r 1c. ad 


Caium. 


lion ? | wn 7 

4% The civil Wars afterwards-,under Trajar. and his 
* Succeſſor had almoſt extirpaied them. . ,,. 

It was in, Paleitine where theſe Tragedies were ated, 
and was fo far from extinguiſhing, them in Egypt or 4- 
l:xandria, that thereby, in all probability z/ their num- 
bers were there increaſed ; for being diveſted of about 
L000 Towns and Garriſons by Severas ( Adrian's Gene- 
ral). as Dior reports, and forbidden all accefsto, Fera- 
falem as Ariito alleur in. Cxſebivs , this made - other 1 
places more deſireable, .. thoſe particularly where they 
might have good entertainment as they were wont to 
have at Alexandria, and, what Dion Chryſoitome ayes, 
confirms it... - ual aa > 9 ts FR 
— But all this which he fayes,1if there were #rath in.it, 
is impertinent 3 for the. Letter is not. concerned what 
Jews were there near Strabo or Adriar's time, but in 
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the fourth Ags: Yet this iv al that he Harh $0 fly tothe 
reſt of the Letter, beſides the prbliftying ard rex 
of kis or miltzke, and por no other 'ground tha 
himfelffport with the Wiiter of tt. 
Thns he begins, by the fame rele he might have difpoſed 
- Eh once, ard concluded out of $trabo's diviſion of the 
that there wes rot one Chriſtian tr it: ard bepeies 
mbey 0 
Jews or Heathens it had in Strabo's dayer-—, # & porn 
dowe to provide for Chriſtiarts before they were th þ 
pro Seas homes . #eoerintended1 
rf rnb 0he fol ev gromnd it br that dbvifton, ant this 
have fpated his lirile Town of ® or 


io Fringe s we»; he fo liberal Loy beſtows upon the 
Fey 


before. onr Saviour 194 born, d he 
How eel a tit %'it to have MIB: and fir 


aria difcourtt " 


| ow: teriderd' ridicefotry#7' when rather than'it' halt: 


not be done, our Examiner will publiſh his own jndif- 
cretion ſorutrty rite! over 6 effe@ i: BytT will for- 


—_ any ſbarper ref&Qioti#fpe pet-rhis Ant boy, Greek 


tt A cngde Perſoh, Fi -Fray 
ſever@upon blthſHf] when ke diſcern kiserrour 5 Wet 
nem Ooty bench ring 
that Terver,” 
CE ON ep an Mme 
anthesy thine, 
ſve, by giring 
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tion 0fi'# $withic epic rmapeoncery tem: 

IFunderftood;/T (hf take forme notice of it very 

Bar there verhing = Fs.yr noir t 
ter, which requires ſome obſeryance; t ere we Pb 
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| TS 
<diſngenaos a ſggeſtion, that be hath reaſon to be 
< alhamd of it 
But whe 1s there ja this fo dfngernon and ſhameful) 
Does not Epiphaniws ſay this, and our Examiner ac- 
aa Tp edge it Ag wapeh Tint Choc ye 107. 
not only two Biſhops, but their rches 10 
City. . : las and does not Epip ve bis fi 
round far it? Does be-not thats eleting wr 
Eihoppwbo had their Wi azar 1 1n every _ 
he came ? Does ke not fi that ae ians 10 
Alexendria bad their diſtin Churches or Frans 


in the time of Alexander and 2 fay 
particularly of e/Heletizs that ag ho amiliar m_—_— 
ander he ſeaxed long in that Ci ng Mieevents ws 


mis Wins 4 diflin? ing a aſe of thoſe of his own Party 2 . 

Were there ,not innumerable Cities in. that gh 

had tmo Bi and,their WEE three. 

at once { the Arians, the Donatiſts, the Z 

tians, the Meletior, &c. helides thoſe who-were 

ed Cathalicks) Would this Gentleman take it well.if M. 

'B.ſhould tell him, that hewho Coe NETS: 

ous if he know it, and hath ſame £0 be. 

if he know it not ? Ay, but «s was deceived in 

this account of the He letians, and: je: repreſents them. 

kiſbop of great Zeal and H = ah pher , 
p of great Zeal and Ho tal, 

famous Writer Luke does with MA. j him 


on to believe him Co Nor neg E Expat dvechey, —_ J112.113- 
nader oe Os Narrator Prouitine * 

Church {as It PMgre pars 
ticular: Porfors CHidap ol oher) of gf; cminency 
in the antzent Church, Guceh, than, the gfe > {© that one 
may 


| ett a 
| (52) : 
"may ſufpett his defign was,' not fo much to defend ez- 
2 i hops, —_— Biſhepricks (ach as the' antient 
Church had none, and to'run croſs to M: B., more than 
| to vindicate any. 
« In St. Mark's time Alexandria had ſeveralChurches, 
4 Esſtb-l.2 5:16 though but one Biſhop, &c d. | | 
£- What Exſebivs ſayesof Churches in Alexandrig atthat 
time, is grounded upan a miſtake, 'as appears, becauſe 
immediately after the'words cited, he adds, /o great was 
the multitudt of Belejvers at Mark's firſt attempt there, that 
Philo #:: his writings thought fi to give ar account of then, 
&; 1 yertis d19ceu Thy, $n6re, - Cuſcbius conceived that the 
Eſfenes, as Scaliger, or the Therapente, as Valeſnis, whom 
hilo deſcribes, were the Chriſtians of Mark's Converli- 
on ;' and there being Aſſemblies of that Set of the Fews 
m *Philo's time',' the Hiſtorian ſpeaks of Chriftian 
Churches at Alexandria in Marks'time ; but thoſe who 
bdlieve that he'erred'in' the'former, can have'no reaſon 
to give hit credit-in the latter: Our Examiner does 
not deny that he 'was miſtaken, but ſayes, it is 2ot mea- 
terial whether they were Fews or Chriſtians 5 yet thoſe who 
inquire after Truth” Gncerely, will think it 2:ateriat; 
and- little value a "Teſtimony which hath no better * 
E - « ground than a miſtake.” 
ll c Pag. 62. The next is'-no-better e,' that js an Epiſtle of A- 
| drian, which others are puzzled to make ſenſe of, or 
ſuch ſenſtas 'can' haye any' appearance of Truth. 
Thar very' paſſage in it,' which is the only ground of 
our Azthor's Argument, himſclf acknowledges to be 
falſe; for he would ſhew the Chriſtians in Phxandris 
to be numerons enough for his. purpoſe, becauſe it is 
thereſkid that ſe (whom he my tobe Chriſtian)did 
force the Patriarch Cwhoever he be ) to worſhip Chriſt, 
and yet'add8, there'is 'no' doubt but Adrian does the Chri- 
ftians wrong in this point; for they never forced-any to their 
: yp Religion. 


po_ 
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dts Will he have us'to rely upon reaſonings, 
which have no better Foundation, than:what is «x- 
donbtedly fae by his own Confeſſion? He'ſayes allo it is 
not material to our purpoſe whether this "Patriarch. were 
"Biſhop of Alexandria, or chief Governour of the Jews. 
If fo, then it is not waterial with this Gentlewaz, : either 
to argue from that which is not true, or elſe from that 
which is nothing to his purpoſe. For if this Patriarch 
was the Biſhop of Alexandria, that they forced him to 
worſhip Chriſt, is ot true, he did it of his own accord : 
and if 1t be not one, who was no Chriſtian, that they 
forced ; then is not any thing in this paſlage to hispur- 
poſe, and Adriaz's Epiſtle nught have been waved as a 
meer impertinency. | 
That which follows f, hath not the ſhew of a reaſon, f pag. 53- 
< the great Catechiſts of Alexandria, as Pantenus, Cle» 
&« e475, Origen and. Heracles, did not a little advance 
< the growth of Chriſtian Religion in that place, 1@*c. / 
Muſt there needs be a Dzoceſar Church there becauſe 
* the Catechiſts did advance Religion not a little £ | 
The next concerning Dior To his Church meetingat 
Chebron (Cephro it (ſhould be) and: Colutkio; 38 already 
fully anſwered, as it is offered with better improvement | 
than our Examiner gives it g. It cannot ealily be ap- | 
prehended how a larger Church meeting with Diony- 1 14-35, 3+ 
(is, made up. of thoſe baniſhed with him;' and others 
from (ſeveral parts of Egypt, at-'Cephro, a Village in Ly+ 
bia, a diſtin Province 3 ſhould prove that he had a 
Dioceſan Church in Alexazdria, to any, but thoſe who 
.are very inclinable to believe it without proof: Nor 
will others underſtand that Dionyſins is better proved to 
be a Dioceſan by the Chriſtians which came from Alex» 
andria to Coluthio in eMareotes; (there being none there  : v1 
beſides) for the Believers in Alexandria it ſelf,- were no 
more than one Church could hold, as Valeſiws _— 
om 


| (54) 
frorh this very place :to our Examiners regret, Ex hac 
Jaco coliigitar, etute \quidems Dionyfis, nnicam adbuc fui 
| Alexindrix Ecclefram, tn quan omnes Orbis ills fideles, 
| h Not. 3 Enſeb, Or at ionws Canss, f | 
| 4% 7. c4-11- Ig the next raph our Examiner argues for the 
| great, numbers of Chriſtians at Aſexandria,, from the 
miiltitade of Martyrs at Thebes. © | | 
| = > mans rg =_ ——_— what numbers 
| * mitkhians might be at ia, may be judge 
{ 174-54 «by the multitude of Martyrs that red me Arn 
| « ger | 


But here he miſtakes Evſebins, who gives an account 
net af 'the Martyrs which were <1 Oar, in the C3 
Thebes, but x7! OxCaids, the *Province Thebais : whi 
washalf.ofthat large Kingdom,according to the antient 
diviſion of it mto the «pper-and lower Egypt. The Supe- 
riow Egypt 'was Thebais, the ixferiour was called ſome- 
times the Delta, ſomerimes Egypt im a reſtrained ſenſe, 
'H andthis divifion intheſe terms we have inExſebius(to go 
| kC47.6. no further)alittlebefore 4, 7! OnCalds x7 'Arnies, where 
—_— his account of the Martyrs in this Countrey, 
Now:if the Chraſtians im that Pronice of large extent, 
and compriſing very-many Cities may be concluded to 
bewery numerous from the multitudes of Martyrs which 
ſuffered there; 'yet nothing at all can be inferred for any 
mumibersto his purpoſe in the City Thebes, by which he 
would candlude their. numerouſneſs m Alexandria, But 

if M.."B. had miftaken-one City for fo large a Countrey 
with oultitudes-of Cities -in it, and imade that miſtake 
—_—_— of his reaſoning 3 it is like our Examiner 
haveexpoſed him for itin his Preface, as he does 

þ forſdme Jeſter matters. | 
LPag. 6 © Jnthe? ing Paragraph /, there'is a groundleſs 
ſuppoſition, that-rhe divition:of Alexandria into Pariſbes 
. ws antiemter than Arins, there being-no-mention —_ 
bai a. y 


C55 ) 
by #ny aritient Anthor : 2s alſ> att accuſition of Pete- 


vis #5 miſtaking Epphinins His words, without" arly Sex. of Syre 
cauſe that I can di !m thoſe word: chotight he 149726 


ſayes, # # plain there. That whit he fayes is plain, 
the lexrned Dean of Pants cond not dill har tin. 
derſtood Epiphanins ts Petavix! atid orhers did before 
liert, The frook to be prefininaries and expeted his 
Argument, but found it not, attfeſs it be couched in 
the firſt words. 

«4 The Divifion of Alexardria between feveral Ptes- 

it were mtofo marry Patiſhes, ee. 
kis fipnifies trothing * for is fu e, if thofe i 

Ab thus divided <oufd all 'mext trt one place, as 
Athandfins dechares they did 5 and thar ſo: pfainly that 
ay ore will judge ſo, whoſe imereſt is not too hard 
fo# his jadgmetit. Yalefius (who hid no byats wel 
whar tight Tead him the other wi Ye cede al 
dos; and expreſſes i 56 hes wade (C decid 
mitrer fo lony infiſted' on, a ul ont Author y”, 
od trap meet Orgy Frm 

arches bat Afezandria, f 
LE1rs frets af Churthe? frerally ad in Pabcd 
af At in bis _ No Conttentto $ tis 
the great' Feftttatr, & recnft, oy 
effemblier were beld, i anitverſ in 'th4 
conveniebarit, nt' Hidery teſtttor Arhanafms; Air al? ol 
ok affembledd together tr the treat” Church 4 Attianis | 
teſtifies, 

$o that there cart Ge no pretence” that rhe Chrtrth 
in Alexandriaw:ts Diocefeh at "his rite, unileſFthofewho 
could meer rogerber if one- pare make fuch's 
Church, Yet this'was ret ChareN' nt 


Empire fave that dt whit ht adds ' 
that at Rome very Nao a fach 


are row aſſerted; 


Alger Garde © 


*2t;* 


Biliop of WY 4-00 NOTE ©. 
byters of that Ci 


a (55) 
. 4Paleſins inferrs fromthe ſame paſſage of Pope Juror 


. * cents, Epiſtle to Decentins, which "Petavivs brings.to- 
+ prove.the contrary, that though there. were ſeveral 


« Titles or Churches in Rowe then, and had been long 
« before, yet none of them wasas yet appropriated to 
« any,;Presbyten,, but. rhey were ſerved, in common. as 
« orcat Cities. in, Holayd. and ſome other reformed 
<« Countreyg, that hays ſeveral Churches and Mini- 
« ſters, &c. m5 

The Advocates. for theſe Churches, who aſlign the 
bounds of a Dioceſe with mol Moderation, will have. it 
to. comprize a City with;a Territory belonging to it 3 but 
there was no Chigch in the Territory which belonged 
to the Biſhop of Rowe, he had none but withia the 
City, as Innocertius declares in the cited Epiſtle, where- 
as now the greateſt City with a Territory larger than 
ſome. antient . Prownce is rorage little enough fora. 
Dioc:; Further) in is nay, judged tn be. po, Diooes 
compriſes not very many 


TTY. arches with Presby-, 
ters app 
Churches 


priated to them z. but he tells us none of the 
>hy in Rowe were appropriated to any.Presbyter, 
but they,;were ſerved in common, How ? as greater 
Citiesin Holand ang, ſome other reformed Countreys, 


< 


and then. they were ruled i common as theſe Cities are, 


The.Government of many Churches is not there, nor 
as of, old, everentruſted in one hand 3 and thus the 
ih oceſaz than the Pres- 


ty. 
He concludes, . with .two Aſſertions which will 


neither of them hold good. The firſt that it 5s evident 
ont ning and) wa the Biſhop of Rs, City had from the 
nn [eve ed Congregations under him. - 
"This i OS being evidew in Atheraſies, that 
he Tat not.ane; word which ſo,much as intimates that 
the Biſhop DE Alezandris from the beginning had any ſuch 
Congregations under him. The 


% 
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.. The other is tht thoſe of eMareotes nmſt be ſuppoſed 
to receive the faith almoit as early as Alexandria. 
How :true this is we may underſtand by Dionyſus 
Biſtiop of Alexandria towards the latter end of thethird 
Age, who declares that then eMareotes was TeneO dar 
gory) owePaion dr0e<mer x7, it was fo far from having any n zxþb. 1.7. , 
true Chriſtians in it, that it had none of our Athor's ©" 
old Chriſtians, i. e. virtuous,. good men o, Nor is it like» 946+ 50. 
ly that the faith was there generally received till many 
years after ; and therefore not almoſt fo carly as Alex- 
andria, unleſs the diſtance of above 200 years will con- 
fiſt with his al-roſt. For Alexandria received the Faith 
by the preaching of Mark, who arrived there, ſayes | 
Euſebins, in the 2d. of Clandivs p, others in the 3d. of ? ©9% Ext. 
Caligula q. But in the time of Dionyſexs it doth not ap- q Chron. Alex. 
ag that Mareotes had ſo many Chriſtians, as Biſhop 
[ſchyras his Church there conſiſted of, though thoſe were 
but ſeven, * Mor ina m7 ovary Ter r, Butenough r 4then. 4pol. 
of Alexandria, though. our Anthor is far. from bringing 2: pe $15: 
enough to prove it even in the 4th. age a Dioceſan 
Church. He may-be excuſed for doing his utmoſt to 
this purpoſe,confidering the conſequence of it,for if this 
Church was not nowſo numerous asto beDioceſar,it will 
bein vain to expe adiſcovery of any ſach Churches in 
the whole Chriſtian World in thoſe times ; for this is ac- 
knowledged tobe the greatelt City and Church in the 
Roman Empirenextto Rome. So that there cannot be ſo 
fair a pretence for any other inferiour to this, ſuch as 
Teruſalem,Carthage, Antioch,&c.much leſs for ordinary Ci- 
ties, which were Io times leſs conſiderable than ſome of 
the former, as may be collected from what Chryſoſtome 
ſayes of one of them Nrg miager mines Iyeniy Thu ebay, that 
it was able to maintain the poor of ten Cinies /. CIs Mat: Hom. 
So far the Writer of the Letter. Let me now return 5} 
to our Author's Preface To ſhew that the Chriſtians 
: | [ | in 


<—_—_ —_— ———_— 
- 


| 


u Pag. 34 


_ vine; I wilt not beli 
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in Alexandris adhereing to Mthanafiws 
ceeding mimeronus as 1s 


were not ſo ex- 
pretended, and not to be com- 
pared with the Chriſtians now m Loxdor, T had faid, 
, that the greateſt part of the Inhabitants of that City were at 
aſſed for Chri- 


this time Fleathens or Jews; of thoſe who p 
ftians, it is like Athanafius had the leſſer ſhare u, the No- 
vatians azd othey Sefs, the Meletians eſpecially, and the 
Arians, did probably exceed his flock, in numbers, it may 
be the Arians _ were nanny This laſt clauſe 
(whichappears by theex on, I was not poſitivein, 

he lone thee on, and would diſprove it _ — 
out of Athanafizs. But the Greek is falfe printed, and 
and the fenfe defeQive for want of ſome word, and ſo 
no Judgment can be well pafſed thereon, nnlefs IT faw 
it 5 where to ſee it he gives no direQion. con» 
cern therein is not ſo great as to ſearch for it throngh fo 
voluminous an Author. It will ſerve my turn well e- 
nough, if the Ariars were but very numerous, or as 


' w £4, 16.147 80z0mex Expreſſes them, *lalyv wits #3 xa? w, which 


cannot be denied, though they alone were not more 
numerous. The laſt thing he would take notice of, is 
the Diocefs of Theodoret, but this is remitted to the 
Dear of Paul's, yet one thing he fayes he cannot omit ; 
though ſome may think that he had better have paſſed 
it (as he had many other things); than being ſo much 
in haſte, to ſhp'at almoft every line, as he does inthoſe 
few which concern it. 

If theſes 800 Churches, not 80 as this Gentleman reckons 
them (it was not he but the Printer that ſo reckoned 
them, as the Errata ſhew) belonged to hint as Metropo- 
litan, and they were all epiſcopal "Churches (1 never met 
with any before, that took them for Epiſcopal Churches, 
and how he ſhould fall into this miſtake I cannot ima- 
that he creates it, to make 

ion of Cyras would have more 


"Biſhops 


umſelf work this poor 


— ——_ 
— 


_ _ ———— 
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Biſbops than all Africa (not ſo neither, for by the cow 
ference at Carthage, and the abbreviation of, it by St. Aw- 
ftin, much more to be relyed on, than the N(titic 
publiſhed by Simond, which is neither confiſtent with 
others, nor with it ſelf, fFfrica had many more Biſhops 
than 800) ke Wor they were more numerous there 
than in any part of the World beſides. Nor will this pa 
for true with thoſe, who take his own account concern- 


ing their numbers in Africs (which he reckonsbut 466 Vindic p. 149- 


taking in thoſe of the Schiſmeticks too 5 about 66 for 
each Province one with another, counting ther as he 
does ſeves :) and the account which others give of their 
numbers, -in the antient omar "Province, the King- 
dome of Naples, the 1fiard Crete, Ireland, to ſay nothing 

of Armenia, and other parts of the World. X 
That which follows, is I ſuppoſe, inſtead of an Aw- 
ſwer to the other part of my diſcourſe concerning the po- 
prlar elefion of Biſhops, which this Gentleman was as 
much concerned to take notice of, as- of the few paf- 
fages he hath touched in the former part, why he did 
not I will not enquire further, but fatisfie my lf with 
what is obvious; efpecially fince He tells us he intends a 
diſcourſe of ſuch a Subjet. If in this defigned work 
he ſatisfies me, that it was not the general predfice of the 
antient Church, for the *People to ' concur in the . choice of 
their Biſhops, he will do'me a greater diſpleaſure, ' than 
the confutation of what have writ, 'or amy other that 1 
can fear he intends me ;z-by taking me-off from further 
Converſation with antiert Authors, as perſons by whoſe 
Writings we-can clearly know nothing. For if that 
Þoint be-not clear in Antiquity. 'I can. never expect to 

hndany thing there that 1s fo. - , 

©. Lintended.to:conchade this diſcourſe here, without 
giving the 'Reader further 'trouble 5 but conſidering 
there are miſapprehenſions _ the Subjet in - 
2 on 


1 IF 
ſtion,thoſe being taken by diverſe, for Dioceſan Churches 
which indeed are not ſuch, - and arguments uſed to 
prove them ſo which are not I for that pur- 
poſe, (of which there are many 1 S, AS ewes 
ſo particularly in the latter end of this Authors dif 
courſe ) : I thought it requiſite for the rectifying of 
theſe miſtakes, and to ſhew the infuffictency or imper- 
tinency of ſuch reaſonings, to give an account what 
mediums cannot in reaſon be eſteemed, to afford com- 
petent proof of Dioceſan Churches. © {©} 

In general, Thoſe who will ſatisfy -us that any 
Chatckes, in the firſt Ages.of Chriſtianity, were Dioces 
ſan, ſhould prove them to be ſuch Dioceſarsras ours are, 
as large or'near. as largez otherwiſe what they. offer, 
will ſcarce appear to be pertinent. For the riſe of this 
debate is the queſtion between: us,. whether the Biſhops 
of theſe times be ſuch as thofe in the pridaitint Church. 
This we deny, becauſe modern Biſhops will-have another 
fort of Churches or. Dioceſes; than were known in the beſt 
Apes... Not that we. reje&: all Dioceſes or Dioceſan 
Churches, for both 6a, and: Svjmes arc uſed by the 
Aitients for ſach -Clihrches as we allow. It 1s>thoſe. of 
4 later'Mode}; that we! approve not, .as vaſtly :differ- 
ing from the antient'Epiſcopal Churches. . The modern 

Dioceſes, and. Churches thence denominated are ex- 
ceeding great anid-extenſive, : conſiſting of many ſcores, 
or many bundred-particular Churches, whereas: for the 
thtee'firſk-Apes wer cannot firid: 3 Biſhops that had 7ws 
particular Churches: in his 'Dioceſs, nor in the 4th. one 
1:50 (if I may not fay, one'in'.a hundred ) that bad 
wore. $0 that:the differenge) gs exceeding great; .and 
more conſiderable in therconſegueyee:thereol,.: which. T 
had rather toon accounit'/ofin the-want dtrtheery 
learned D.S, than mine own.'. Dieceſes gneorely faves 


aud 


-be, in the primitive, and-Euſftern Churches were very ſo 
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aud little. as far more convenient for this end of them in 

the Government of the Church under the Biſhops charge x, z wn.y.316. 
and elſewhere, Diſcipline, ſayes he, was then a great 

deal more flrif, Preaching more diligent, Men more ap+ 
prehen(iue of the weight of their Fundion, than for. any to 
undertake ſuch 4 care and charge of Souls, that it 'was im- 
poſſible for therz even to know, obſerve or watch over, ſo as 

to give an account for them y,Men that were imployed in the y pag. 332. 
Church then did not conſult for their eaſe and konour, and 

thought it not enough for them to ſit ſtill, and bid others * *6-333- 
work z. St. Auſtin ſpeaking of the 3d.Age,makes account 

of many thouſand * Biſhops then in the World a. Our aContra Criſcon. 
Author ſeems to treat that excellent Perſon ſomething 3: 
courſely on this occaſion, and goes near to queſtion 

his judgment or veracity for it, 6 ſome may think this b Pee. 534: 
not oyer decently done ( to ſay no: more ) when it is 

his þuſtne(s, to vindicate ſome antient Biſhops who need .-:.; ,.:i1 5 
it,to reflet upon one,ſa untainted,as to need none, How- 

ever ſince he ſayes that Father judged of other Ages by his 
own, when Diaceſes were exceedingly multiplyed c, we , p ... 
may ſuppoſe he will, grant there were many. thouſand . -: .. 
Biſhops1n the 4th. Age. - .Yet among ſo:many thouſand 
 Biſhops1 do not expect that any .can ſhew me 20 (if 

may. not ſay 10.) who: had ſo many Churches in their. 

Dieceſs, as ſome 'Pluraliſts — us may have, who 

yet never pretend to have a Dzoceſar Church. . Thoſe 

therefore who will make proof of ſuch Dioceſan Churches © +, - | +» 
as are in queſtion, muſt (ſhew us ſome in the primitive ls nn 
times ſomething like ours in largenefs and extent. A- 
mongſt the inſtances produced for this purpoſe by for- 

mer or_Jater Writers , I find none any thing near to 
ours, fave that only of Theoderet 30 the 5th. Age, ,, But 
this in the former, Niſcourſe was ſhewed. to be ſounlut- 
ficient to ſerve the ends it is atledged for, that: 1: may 
hope it will be preſt no more for this Service. 


More 
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More particularly. 1ſt, Tt proves not-a Church to 
be Dioce/az becauſe it confilts of more than can meet 
together in one place, for there are Pariſhes in this 
Land that contain many hundreds or thouſands more 
than can meet in the Pariſh Church, and yet are but 
counted ſingle Congregations. Though multitudes in 
fach Churches be far from proving them to be Dzoceſar, 
yet Ithink two inſtances cannot be given in the third 
Age of more in one Church thanare in ſome ſingle Con- 
tions amongſt us 3 nor many afterwards, till 4- 
rieniſm and Donatiſes were ſuppreſſed 5 which the lat- 
ter was not in Africa till after the famous Conference at 
Carthage, Anno 4103 northe former in other parts dur- 
ing the 4th. Age; for though Theodoſias made ſome 
fharp Declarations againſt them and other Hereticks, 
CE but the Exmomians were proſecuted, if we be- 
| « Lib.g, (20+ Heve Socrates 4; that Emperour gave not the leaſt 
trouble to the reſt, forced none to communicate with him, 
but allowed them their Meetings, and even in C.P. 
when afterwards the Arians divided among themſelves, 
e Li.z: ©-23- each party had ſeveral Congregations in that City ez 
both that which adhered to eMarinus, and that alſo 
which followed Dorothins, theſe keeping the Churches 
_ they had before and the other erecting new Chur- 

EPEsS. 
I know there are thoſe, who from ſome paſſages in 
Cf Apol. c. 37-6 Tertullzan f, would infer that the Chriſtians in his time 
ad Scawan: verethe major part of the Inhabitants in all Cities, and 
tf enough not only for vaſt Congregations, but for D3- 
oceſan Churches, But Tertul/ian was a great Oratour and 
frequently uſes hyperbolical expreſſions, which ought 
Hi6t tobeſtreined. Such are thaſe inſiſted on, and by 
regularconſtruftion they import no more than that the 
Chriſtians were very numerous in many parts .of the 
Empire. Thoſe that will have them nn yo 
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derſtood as they ſound, offer great injury to Tertubier, 
making him intend that which hath no warrant in any 
of Antiquity, Civil or Eccleſiaſtical, that I can 

meet with. Before they impoſe fuch a-fenſe on him, 
they ought in reaſon to make it manifeſt, that the Chri- 
ſtians were the major part of the inhabitants in ſome 
conſiderable Citics at that time 3 when I believe they 
cannot produce two inſtances in the whole Empire, I ne- 
ver yet could meet with ore. 

Our Author from theſe Oratorical expreſlions ſticks 
not to conclude, that it is evident that the Chriſtians 
were the- major part every where, but in Rome more em- 
nently ſo, and Dr. Downham ſignifies that Tervwron | 
ſpeaks chiefly of the City of Rome g, this Gentleman fayes, g Defence. 2. 
that by his account it ts made very probable, that they were © 5 9% 
the better balf of the Roman Empire, and tells us, it # pag. 54: 
certain that the number of Chriſtians at Rome was propore 
tionably greater than in any pert of the Exapire, Now how 
far the Chriſtians at ome were from being the _ 
part of the Inhabitants, we may judge by the vaſt di 
proportion between the poor in the Church at Foe, 
and thoſe in the whole City. Cornelize near 50 years 
after Tertul/iex (when it was of more growth by half 
an Age) reckons the poor of his Church to be 1500 3 
whereas out of Szetonius and others, the poorer forts of 
Citizens, que + publico viditabat, are computed to be 
320000 h, h Lipfus & 
Many take occafion from the thouſands converted at fe: fon. & 


Fernſalew, Adts 2. and 4. to conclude the vaſt number ** ** 

of Chriſtians and exceeding largeneſs of Churches elfe- 

where. Our Author hath nothing from Scripture for 
Dioceſan Churches but this, which is confiderable 73 i pag.435. 
nor will this appear fo, if but a fall part of thoſe thou- 

fands can be counted inhabitants of Fer»/alezr, and fo 

fixed in that Church. And this is as demonſtrable as 


any 


(64) 
any thing of 'this nature can be. For this-miraculous 
Converſion was at *Pentecoif, one of the three: great 
Feaſts, when there was a vaſt concourſe of Fews and 
Proſelytes from all parts to that City: Theſe converted 

- were not only Inhabitants of was th but Forreigners z 
and in all reaſon wore of theſe proportionably, as they 
exceeded the Inhabitants ip number. And then thoſe of 
the City will ſcarce be a 2oth part of the. 5 or 80co 
Converts, For the Forreigners that reſorted to Fern/alem 
at theſe great Solemnities are reckoned to be three mil- 

k-7oſepb de Bel, lions, * tag7]s Traxer weidder þ whereas the Inhabi- 

Funatc. 155.2: tants of that City were but about an 120000 m4? ivy 

2:3 mipidds; butof thiselſewhere more fully. 
jf The Author of the Vindication will not have ſo great 

a part-of thoſe Converts to be Straxgers, .and to return 
- : home when the Feaſt was over, and afligns ſomething 

like reaſons for it. 

\'<'Tft,, That the Scripture gives no countenance to this 

& Conjeure, bur ſayes all thoſe ſtrange Nations were 

* Inhabitants of Fer»ſalem, and the Original word in- 

© clines moſt on this fide. 

That he ſhould fay the Scripture gives no countenance to 
#bis, is ſomething ſtrange. It is plain in Scripture, that 
God injoyned = Children of {frae! to repair to Jern- 
falems from all quarters of the Countrey where they 
dwelt thrice a year, for the obſervance of the three 
great Feaſts, And it is apparent alſo that they were 
wont to come up to Fersſalerr at thoſe Solemnities, both 

' Fews and Proſelytes, «73 mlge omwn/Suou mou ds gural 7 

In Euſeb.l.2, x3 T#y#9v84 a, And it is evident in that Chapter cited, 

oP Ads 2. The Feaſt of Pentecoſt being come, there was a 

Ws. reſort of Jews and Proſelytes from all thoſe parts of the 

World to this City. Ay, but the Scripture fayes, al 
thoſe Strange N ations were inhabitants of Jerafalem. 


He 


c ns 


znux3rns, faith he, which 1 tranſlate ſejourning rather **: *:5 
TE 


than dwelling (for ſo Iunderitan they were not 
proper dwellers, but ſuch as came to worſhip at Jerafalem 
from thoſe far Counireys, at the Feaſt of the Paſſeover and 
Pentecoſt, and ſo had been continuing there ſome good 
time ) it, is true that in the uſual Greek, indo and wnixie 
femfy a durable manſion, but with the Helleziſts in whoſe 
Diale& the Scripture ſpeaketh, they are uſed indifferently 
for a ſtay of a ſhorter or longer time, that is, for to ſojourn 
a well as to dwell, as theſe two examples out of the Septn- 
agint will make manifeſt, Gen. 27. 44. 1 Kings 17. 20. 
there xgnuniv js to ſojourn only. In a-word ina and xnnia 
anfaver to the Hebrew Verb IU which ſignifies any ſtay ar 
remaining in a place. Grotins faith it anſwers the He- 
brew word which is render'd not only by wnwir but 
meyer, gc. adding, therefore it is not faid only of 
them who had fixed their habitation, but of thoſe who were 
come to the City for the celebrating of the *Paſſeover or Pen- 
tecoſt, ſtaying there for a while. The beſt and moſt lear- 
ned Expoſitors generally take it ſo in this place, as de- 
noting, not ſettled Inhabitants, but ſuch as reſided there 
only tor a time. Indeed when this Author would have 
the Scripture ſay all theſe firange Nations were inhabi- 
tants of Jeruſalem, he makes - ſpeak things —_— *- 

or 


y 
” 


| 
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For it is (aid ger. 9.they were whit , 8 97/, at Me- 
ſopotannia, Fudea, Cappadocia, Pontus, ' Af4," Be; by 
which muſt be underſtood; 'erther that th" were #4- 
 habitants or Sojourners in thoſe Countreys ; that they 
were now Sogjonrners there, no man will imagine, nor 
can any nan be ſaid tobe aQtually a ſojourner mn a-place 
where he is riot, And if = were t#hab}titts of thoſe 
Regions they could not be inhabitzrts of Ferwſalew, un- 
leſs they could be inhabitants of feveral diſtant Coun- 
treys at once. To the ſame purpoſe Mr. Head e. 
& ugnuxzvres Thus Meomrejuids, where' note by the way, thit 
% rgmatterre; Thu Meomrauldy 'afe comprehentled i the 1hyber 
of theſe whom my Text ſaith wore entre & 75 Tegeninis, 
which confirms ny interpretation that erunxirns there ſigni- 
{es ſojourning, and not dwelling ;, for that they conlt not 
be ſaid to dwell in both places. ha 
«9, Suppoſe there were ſome of them ſtrangers, $&c, ©, 

_  Sappoſe, fayes this Gentteman, - there were fome of 
them Strangers £ but does any man that underſtands 
how or by whom thoſe Feaſts were celebrated, eyer 
ſuppoſe that there were not very many thouſands of 
Prangere, ſich as were not Inhabicants, prefent'at thoſe 

olemnities > Joſephs (and Cuſebivs after hit Y ayes, 
there were three mil/ions 1n the City at the Paſſover, and 


- declares what courſe was taken to give Ceſtius Gallus a 


certain account of their numbers ; but then they were 
all in a manner ſtraxgers, for he adds, mW Nt fem FIG 
ow cnn, 'this vaſt multitude conſifted of Forreign- 
ers f. Yet our Author goes on and confirms himſelf in 
the former miſtake by another ; 'the verfe he cites to 
prove them fixed Inhabitants at Feraſalerr is mifimder- 
{tood, the words are #x9rwrirns mi M3, which do 
not ſignific any fixed abode in that place, but only their 
conltancy or pertevering in the duties mentioned while 
they were there, This is the uſe of the Exprefſion in 


(67) 
the New. Teſtament, Col. 4,2, 77 0c9%7 axyrumy#ni, 
and ſo Rom. 12. 12. Continuing in 


| Prayer, which they 
might do if they never had a fixed habitation, nor con- 
tinugd as.inhabitants in any place. And thus the Evar- 
zelii# Luke uſes the phraſe 1n this book of the As c..1. 
ver. 1.4. Ce .46» £,.6-4: Put our Author I think wyl 
neverſfigd jt Wh4 jn this form for any ſetled or contin- | 
ued abodeina place;and had no reaſon to fancy it here. 

He thinks it not probable g hat the zeal and devotion 8 Pee: 437+ 
of thoſe Converts would ſuffer them. to leave the Apoſtles, 
whereas It js certain. that the Primitive Zeal and Devo- 
tion, though it crucified they tot World, yet heigh- 
tened and opal a Chriſtian care 'of their Families 
and the Souls of their Relatives and others. And their 
zeal for Chriſt, and love to Souls would haften them 
homeward, that they migh acquaint their Fatnilies and 
others with Chriſt and the Dodrine of Salvation, as 
thoſe diſperſed from Feru/alem did, cþ: 8. 

The fre thouſand meWwon'd chap. 4. ver. 4. he will 
have to be a new acceſſjon to the three thouſand before 
Converted, but ſhouMor have been, fo poſitive in it 
without reaſon., Thoſe who are engaged in; the. ſame 
cauſe with him ( befides many others )'ars not of his 
opinion herein, as they would have been if they had 
ſeen.any ground for it. Dr. Hammond bh takesthe 5000 Þ I lor. 
to be, the number of the Auditory, not of the Converts, 

Biſhop Downham includes the three thouſand in thoſe 

five z, and the Dear of Paul's makes account but of five i peſence 1. 2: 
thouſand in all 4, To me it is not material whether they of = 
were 5009.0r 8000 or many more, ſeeing there was ration Fas-ak 
not the twentieth part of them other than Foreigners, 
and ſych as for joy thing 1 can ſee or bear deſigned not 
to dwell at Jeruſalem, 1 not fix them- 


#,. and fo intende | 

ſelves in that particular Church, There can be no 

Juſt reckoning of the ELL of a Church, from 
: - 97 _ 


OT I" 
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n Anſwer to L- 
 Miniflers, pag. 
| 78. 79. 


| © F. 442. 443- 


HF, rodenote Believers and not Officers only. As = 


(6) 


- an occaſional recourle of ſtrangers, who inhabit remote 


parts or forreign Countreys, 


If there had been more Chriſtians in the Churh of 
Feruſalem than could meet in one place, that would be 
Ho Evidence that it was a Diveeſmn Church, whereas 
the' whole is faid in the AFj5to meet in one' place // He 
hath nothing to ſay againſt this which is conſiderable, 
but that the all, »zay denote only thoſe that were preſent ws, 
and fo the fenſe will be, all that were in one place, were 
ih one place, if this can pleaſe himfelf, I think it will 
fatisfie none elſe. Let Dr. Hammond decide this buſi- 
neſs, for in ſuch a cauſe we may admit a Party to be 
Umpire #, What follows, ſaith he, of the paucity of "Be- 
lievers, and their meeting in one place, is willingly grant- 
ed by ws. What they ſay of the point of time, AQts 2: 41. 
that believers were ſo numerous, that they could” not conve- 
niently meet in one place, this w__ to the evidence of 
the Text, which ſaith expreſly Ver. 44. that all the believers 
were #% Tan, which in the laſt agraph they interpret- 
ed meeting in one and the ſante place : the like might be cid 
of the other plages, Aﬀts 4. 3. and 5. 14. for certainly as 
yet, though the mmber. of Believers increaſed, yet they were 
wot diſtributed into ſeveral Congregations. 

Concerning the diſperfion, AFr8. 1. 0 hetells us, 
« Though they. are all ſaid to be ſcattered befides-the 
« Apoſt es, yet it cannot be underftaod of all the Be- 
& Jervers. | oh | 

No, .but of the generality of them, | all that could 


' commodiouſly fly as ſtrangers might do. Nor muſt it 


be confined to all the Officers only, the generality of Ex- 
politors are miFrepreſented if this be made their ſenſe, 


'nor doth it appear that Exſebius ſo underſtood it, wala? 


is uſed in Scriptare and other Writers, and Exſebins him- 


— ts 
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the time of the diſperſion (though I need not infiſt on 
it) probably it was nearer this great Pentecoſ# than ſome 
would have it. On the firſt day of the week in the 
morning were the three thouſand converted, the next 
or ( as ſome tell us) the ſame day afternoon, at the 


ninth hour p, the number of the Converts was increaſed p o. :: 


to five thoufand. While this Sermon was preaching 
the Apoſtles are apprehended and committed to Cu- 
ſtody till the next m_— Another, it is like the 
day after, they are impriſoned, but enlarged by an 
Angel in the night, chap. 5. In or near that: week 
were the ſeven Deacons choſen, preſently after the Di- 
ſciples were thus increaſed and the Apoſtles impriſoned 
and diſmiſſed. The expreſſion ſignifies it, - chap. 6. 1. 
It is not @ wi#ex, in thoſe daics which may admit a lati- 
tude and ſome good diſtance of time, but * mwmws, in 
theſe dayes, which denotes the time inſtant , or that 
which immediately enſues, without the interpoſure of 
any ſuch: diſtance. And fo the phraſe is uſed by St. 
« [Luke both in the Goſpel and in the 4@s. It is Dr. 
« Hammond's obſervation upon Lak, 1.39. The phraſe 
& & mavmus Tels lugar, in theſe dayes, ſaith he, hath for 
-< moſt part a peculiar ſignification , differing from 
© & ings bxfives, 1n thoſe dates, The Iatter "Roniſie 
« an indefinite time, ſometimes a good way off, but the 
< former generally denotes a certain time then preſent, 
<*.znſtantly, then at. that time 3 fo here, that which is 
< aid of eMary's going to Elizabeth was ſure immediate- 
«ly after-the departing of the Angel from, her, and 
< therefore it is faid ſhe roſe up 4&-<ewis, very haſtily, 
© ſo ver..24. wn? Teir4 ms ideas, 5,6, immediately Cliza- 
"< beth conceived, ſo chaps/&. 12; Wiras iulegts wires, 5, 6. 
then, at that point of time he went out tothe, Moun- 
tain. See Chap. 23. 7. c. 24. 18. AGs 1.50.1. 27. 
and 21, 15. | | 

Imme- 


Valts, 


" "20 
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iatels e choice of the Deacons, Stephan 
one of the : Sar edt lard xHeymia, as ſoon 
as eues he: EW 4 if he had :betr ordained for this 
alowe faith, Ewſebixs (1. 2. C. x.) And atthe ſame time the 
Perſecution began which diſperſed that Church. Where- 
as he faith, * whatſoever numbers were. forced away; it 
<*is likely, the returned, ifhe underſ{tand:at of the ſtra- 
gers driven from Feruſalem,, that they returned to fix 
there, or otherwiſe than -occalionally,/' it is no more 
likely. rior will be ſooner proved than: what he aſſerts a 
little after ( pag. 444. ) - viz, that the empty — 
precobat with ye efficacy than —P— 1 211 029% 
[-+ 7-, 


This is enough to ſatisfy ons our Anthor' inould 
draw out of Scripture concerning the Church of Feru- 
falem, Afr ſome trifling about Objections which he 
forms himſelf, and- then makes ſport with, he comes:to 
Prove that Fern lem was.a Dioceſan Church in the A- 

{Yes rime. t firſt he would have us believe that 

ames was the proper ' Biſhop of that Church, and would 
evinceit by two Teſtimonies, that of Clemens and \He- 
geſippin, But what-HHayes his Clemens 2 He ſaith not 
only that James -w45: ordained Biſhop: of n—_ pre- 
Jently after our Saviour s. Aſcenſion, ' but what I think eur 
Author was loth to mention. If -he' had given us'the 
intire fentence it mi hr have been better underſtood, 
Hﬀter the Aſcenſion of aur Saviour, Peter, James' ard 
od be —_ our (Lord; wexld vot | y81 con- 
[eff ao oft honours" '«s: nh dens, but 
ch Tan juſt Bip of Jeruſalem, Apo oloruns E- 
Piſoopum.- Reffhnus reads it; gf his ſeems to; gnify that 
his bt 'x"Biſhop cthete,-was .ome_ degree 'of 
Hofour: Love their! being Apoſtles, A. 1 Roma- 
tells us:gy/ thatthe. bobks where: Euſebins had "this 
ted ſo abound with Errours, that a they were not ym" 
wort 


% 


(.71.) 
wotth preſerving, and fo are loſt :{as thoſe of *Papias 

and Hegi(/ppmr 6. for the fame reafon) this may. prove * 
one inſtance 'of thoſe many Errours.' That which ſeems | 
to be the ſenſe of his words is more fully expreſſed by 

one who'goes under the name of Clemens too'r, Famer r 1.2.Recognite 
the Lord's Brother 'was Prince of * Biſhops, and by: his E- 

piſcopal Authority commanded all the Apoſtles, and fo the 

former Clemens in Ruffims calls him the * Biſhop of the 

Apoſtles { IF he means ſuch a Biſhop as ours (* and cas. [,2.6a26 
otherwiſe his meaning will not ſerve our Authors pur- : 
poſe) then. the Apoſtles were but the Vzcars or Carates 
of Faies. | This is bad enough if fames was an Apoſtle, 
the abſurdeſt Papiſt will ſcarce aſcribe as much to *Peter. 
But if he was not an Apoltle, it 1s yet more intolerable. 
If our Author can believe his own Witneſs, ſome may 
admire, but F think few will follow him. - ; 


. Let us hear figeſippws (not quite ſo-antient as this: 

Gentleman makes him, ſince he. was alive in the Reign 

of Commodus) he ſays, Fames ruled that Church ans 

= 'Amvr, If we take this as iris 'render'd-in Ferome 

after the. Apoſtles, tt is not only againſt Grummar, but 

without 'Frath, and makes Fes to be Biſhop when 

he was dead, for he was martyred about the 4th. of 

Nero, and all the Apoſtles but the other James ſarviy- 

ed him. But: if the meaning be that he ruled that 

Church with #he:; Apoſtles, | 1t tpeaks him no more the 

Brſhop bf Ferafalezr:than the relt of the Apoſtles, : who 

were not fixed or topical Biſhops, but Oecumenical Ot- 

' ficers of an extraordinrary.Office and Power and accord- 

ingly 'is Faxes deſcribedi One antient: Author fayes 

that he no 'leG-than Peer did: #Arreonlu' ms annuals dhych. | 

Sad, And Epiphanizs reports t, that Hyginus' after « nies. cordon; 

James, *Peter and *Paul ' was the ninth Biſhop of Rome | 

weeetlively, ſignifying that he was as much _ of : 
ROME. 


u Fp. to James, 


w Dy. Barrow 
” Suprem.ſ.120, 
I21, 


Þ 273". : 
38 * 
3 
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Rome as Pant and Peter. 1 need not quote that other 


Author who ſayes he ruled the holy Church of the Hebrews, 
as alſo he did all Churches every where founded u. 

« However certain it is that James was Biſhop _ 
< ruſalent, not only from Hegiſppns and Clemens Alex. 
« but alſo from St. Pax, who mentions him as one of 
« the Apoſtles that he had Converſed with in Feruſalem, 
<« and itis likely there were no more there at that time 
< but he and *Peter. 

This is no way certain from Clewers and Hegeſippar, 
and fo far from being certain by St. Paxl, that his men- 
tioning him as an Apoſtle makes it rather certain that he 
was not a Biſhop 3 for the Offices of an Apoſtle and of a 
Biſhop are inconſiſtent, as is acknowledged and proved 
by an excellent Perſon of your own. w®© The Offices 
«* of an Apoſtle and of a Biſhop are not in their nature 
&« well confiſtent, for the Apoſileſhip is an extraordinary 
* Office, charged with the inſtruction and Government 
« of the whole World, and calling for an anſwerable 
« care ( the Apoſtles being Rulers, as St. Chryſoſtom 
< faith, 'ordaired by God, Atulers not taking ſeveral Na- 
« tions and Cities, but all of them in common intruſted 
<« with the whole world ) but Epiſcopacy is an ordinary 
< ſtanding charge affixed to one place, and requiring a 
< ſpecial attendance there, Biſhops being Paſtors who, 
& as Chryſoſtonre faith, do ſit, and are imployed in one 
« place. Now he that hath ſuch a _ care can 
< hardly diſcharge ſuch a. particular , and he that 
<'1s fixed to ſo particular an attendance,can hardly look 
* well after ſo general a charge, &c. *Baronius faith of 
< St. Peter, that it was his Office\ot to flay in one place, 


but as much as it was poſſuble for one man to travel over 


<*'the whole world, and to bring thoſe who did not yet believe 
« to the Faith, and throughly to eſtabliſh believers, If fo 
* how could he be Biſhop of Rome, which was an Office 
| | 1n- 


(73) 
1 xiconfiſtent with ſach vagraricy. It would not have 
« beſcemed St. *Peter the you Apoſtle to aſſume;the 
& charge of a particular Biſhop, it had-been a'degrada- 
«tion of himſelf, a diſparagement to the Apoltolical 
« Majeſty for him to take upon him the Biſhoprick of 
| 4 Ropee, as if the Kirg ſhould become Mayor of | 
* a&if; the Biſhop of Londen ſhould be Vicariof Bay- 
< ora57\\| And little. before, :St. Peter's. being: Biſbop-of 
&« Rome (it holds as well of James's being Biſhop of Jeraſa- 
*lem;) would confound the Offices which God made di- 
< ſtint,for God did appoint firſt Apoſtles, then Prophets, 
« then Paſtors and Teachers,wherefore Se. Peter aber he 
< was an Apoſtle could not well become a Biſbop,it would 
<be ſuch an irregularity as fa Biſhop ſhould be made a 
eEocctaſtical Hiſt k 5 the ordinary Bi- 
« Ecclefiaſti 1 makes 74awes 
© thog-and Dinagſav ofche plate | rods "10.067! 
There is nothing/in Ecclefiaſtical Hiſtory for it, but 
what is derived from Hegeſippwr: and Clearens, whom o- 
thers followed right or wrong, WF. 
«Tt is ſtrange to ſee Salmaſizs run: his head fo vio- 
< lently againſt ſuch ſolid Teſtimonies as thoſe of Hege- 
| t great perſon underſtood things better, and dif- 
cerned no danger in r#»ing his head againſt a ſhadow, 
and there isnothing more of Solidity in what is alledged 
-from thoſe Authors. Ml; 1% ” 
Further he would: prove it a Dioceſan Church by 2 
pallage in- Hegeſppav, who fayes, © that ſeveral of the 
< Jewiſh Setaries who beleived neither a Reſurre&ion 
* nor Judgment to come, were Converted by Faxes, 
*and that when - | _— of oy —_ fy 
* principal men df t ty were this Mini 
4 ln t to believe the Goſpel, the Fews made an 
- * Uproar, the Scribes CE I—__ ſaying, that it was 
*to 


I 
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<1to! be' feared that. all: the. people COUT ney? 
po cannteficke pubs: Cabferke eve(f 
| Wb >< ES prize. were 
by Fees, . but this. will farce prov were comened 
Church as he contends for. Thit w rey would ſerve 
ves turk [(that- nin rr a Cbriſttans ) was 


ne bur To ef he: Fews, who: took a 

killing Dare, But if/this were 

for his ry Mow is not an Authorto be teli- 

ed on, + meaty Semence cited is falſe, that the SeFx 

| ot ory had mentioned. ſeven.) did wot believe 

| wert,. whereas the Phariſtes 

In Euſeb,2.0.23- raptor bothl; which: Fatefews ob- 

| ſerves One falle thing /itt a Teltimony::1s :enouph'to 

render it ſuſpeted, but there are near twenty things 

| falſe we: thbuloas imhis 2ccount he __ of James, ma- 

y 4rin«d. is ny of them marked by Stkbger-y, " divers'by Haleſjus 2, 

| 2s £2. 2, and fore! achmowulddped byiPelaving ay! Of 21 9790 1 

f Cap. 23s He would not have usfyſpedtiharthenambers of:the 

| 2%: <2 Church at Jer»ſaler: were not fo great ks he. pretends, 

becaule- an obſcure httle Town, could receive 

theta all befides its- own Inhabitants, < butwwe muſt uine- 

| « derſtand that Town to be their &Merribpobin,. and tht 
| 
| 


* Believers /all ſtatvered:rhrough the!whole-Countrey, 
*adthie: as Epiphanius writes, © (11 

5Bat'where does Epi : write this 2 Not in the 

place cited, he writes the contrary.-both there-and:reM8- 

| > £pi9b.her. jþ7here, thas nu x Fo place that a 

be Diſciples '(*inatarher place) "nipmyr9e warmed Gains 

| c De Pad: 0, wb he!adds-45: buc eo 'defombe where - 

f 441/c22: 15- (Town was firmaved,/ all the. Difciptes,: all: the. Believers 

| 'dwch beyond Jorden im'Prila;; Archbiſhop HHidagif? 

'brims/this'as a pregnanc;ptoof xhin the: Chriftians ar 

i! 'Fexyfulem were but fer!ai comapariſiial (cand/noomore 

1 tant evuld alt meetsn: ny + wikitiebeſorrths af 
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a his > Reap are how fow. Ghri- 


«ſhane was there at Jernſategs not lo it. wasder 
6 pan + Forty. years ag ele, wage 

ſebins teltifie d that they all were moccipggl into a ng Lib 3+ (4p. 5, 
« Ile Fawn called-'Pe/{x? yet the Apoſiles had.ſpens 
* gch time; and 'abous in Horan Ker ke 
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As for his other Scripture inſtances OP 
much-8s the; ſhadow of a f ſhewed, y him, that 
there weng Near; © many-. ns. as, in , Jeruſalers; or 
as are. in, ſome. ane, of our Pariſhes yea,..or-more than 
could meet, 4n- one place, either; in Samaria (where he 
fog it appears not what kind of Government was eStabliſhr 

rw gh) or in Lydda, which was but a Village, 

one, and far from having Sarorfor its pro» 
per. 1 that þ wrkrgy. X Blain between Joppa and 
Ceferei 3 or. ON 452- uey leſs, a Corinth 
and Epheſus: m_—_—— Faro Vs 24 456. 
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Onr'Anthor does in effeft acknowledge that in Serip2 

ture it appears not that' theſe Churches were Epiſcopel, 

much leſs Dioceſan 3 © It is to be confeſſed, faies he, 

&* pap. 461, that the Scriptures have not left © full and 

- t an account of the Conſtitution and Govern- 

© ment of the //# Churches, &c. Thus we have no 

_ ® more _ of = _— Ew _ w —— 

*( Jer#falem excepted) than that ſuch were foun 

" oy pork : Bas A red. rnterns and Cor —_ 

« we hayenot the leaſt Information. What i»formation 

then cart we have that they were Djoceſan'or Epiſcopal 2 

He goes on, © And the profpett left'of AntiochinSctip- 

eels very confuſed, as of a Church in fieri,” where a 

« great-number of eminent laboured together 

he » the building of it up'; only from Ecclefraftical 

«Writers, who report that” this Church; whew it was 

«ferded and digeſted; wis committed t6 the Govern- 

«<xzent of Exodids,”and ater hint\to Tynetive, he." $0 

that after what form the CE IIs was conlti- 

tuted does not appear (it may be'C: tional and 

not Dion, Br en y tg 'this\Genit - 'cart ſte in 
Scripture ) bit only Ifiaſtical Writers 5 1: 

| But his Eccleſiaſtical Writers do ſo contradiffoneano- 

ther as renders their teſtimonies of Intle value. Nor is 

there mach more reckoning to be made of the iraditi- 

9#aF account they and others give. concerning the Succel- 

fion arid Government of the firſt Biſhops, *tharirthis Au- 

thor makes of Exſebius' his traditiowal Chronology, par 

454. Some make Evodias the firft Bihop and he being 

Euſeb.1.3-c.22- dead Ignatins to fucceed him f; 'on the contrary ſome 

will have Jgratins:to hive been the firſt;'apd! make nou 

Chry. Orat. in mention of Evodies g; athers' will have ther to have 

Clemens cox- governed that Chiirchbothtogether 5 forme wilt have 

pieurd.7. £.46. Enodias ordained by Peter, and-Ignativs by Paxl, o- 

thers report 1gnativs ordained by Peter, and ſome = 

- hang ” ern 


£275) - | 
dera Authors of great eminency, both Proteſtants and 
Papiſts (not only Baronivs but Dr. Hammond) find no 
more tolerable way to reconcile them, than by aſſerting 
that there were more Biſhops than one there at once, 
which quite blaſts. the conceit of a Dyoceſar Church 
there. - 

And what is-alledged for the. numbers of Chriſtians 
there, to ſupport this conceit of a Dioceſan Church, is 
very feeble, pag. 452, 453. A great mnmber believed, 
As 11. 21. and mach people, ver. 24. The next verſes 
ſhew, that there were no more than Paxl and * Barnabas 
aſſembled within one Church.z meeting & 77 mann, 
for a year together, and there taught this ixzwly 01 navy 
xa, The ſame divine Author fayes, As 6. 7, mais 
*XAG, a great Company of the Prieſts were converted, and 
will this Gentleman hence conclude. that there were 
Prieſts enough converted to make a Dioceſe 2 


He hath no ground from Scripture tothink otherwiſe 
of Rome (that wemay take in all his Scripture inftan- 
ces: together ) however! he . would -perſwade us that 
there were ſeveral Congregations there in the Apo- 
ſtles times. Let us fre how. © By the multitude of 
« Salutations in the end of that Epiſtle he makes appear 
* the numbers of Chriſtians in that City. Salute ri 
Ecilla and Aquila with the Church that is in their 

<« houſe, | + wal dd n | 
"The Dean of *Panls will have this Church+ini their 
houſe to. be but a Family, this Author will have it to 
be a Congregation, as if it might be eitherto ſerve a turn. 
I think it; was ſuch a. Congregation | as removed with 
Aquila from one Countey to another, for this Church 
which-was intheir houſe at Epbeſas before, (1 Cor 16.) 
is faid tobe in their hou at Fome, Row. 16. that is, 
there were ſome of the Church which belonged to their 
ot Fanuly. 


* 


i 11 Rom. 16, 


(.78,) 
Fawily. It is a queſtion whether there was 'now: at 
Rome any one Congregation ſuch as our Author intends, 
Grotizs # thinks it probable rhere 45 none at all, But 
Jet us ſuppoſe thisto be a Congregation, where finds he 
his ſeveral others ? why where another perſon would 
ſcarce dream of any? © It is not improbable, ſaith he, 
*;that ſeveral that are mentioned with: all the Saints that 
<« arewiththem, maybe the Officers of ſeveral Congre- 
< gations, pag. 457.450. - | 
-- Bct'/it is mahifcſt-that in. the -Apoſtle's times one Con- 
gregarion had \muny Officers, how'then can ſeveral 'Of- 
hoettben wood Mediumito prove ſeveral C 1- 
vis 2. Theantient Authors which count thoſe Officers 
| a ww Rom. x6.) 'do make them *Bifbops (and 
e: Except - not" + Oye 'Priſea, i. e. Priſcibe, 
tho”her Husbund:alfo hath an Epiſcopal Chair a 
him) Now if they were tiot Biſhops at Rowe but other 
laces, they are alledged to no purpoſe ; if they were 
hiſbops at owe, there will be very mary Bi in 
chat oze Church (it may be more than Priſcil/a's C 
epation conſiſted of ) which rather than our Aathor 
Stam, I ſuppoſe he will 'quic/his plaraliey of Con- 
grepations here. Indeed what he adds next'doth no 
wates favour them, and this number was afterwards in- 
« creafed conſiderably by the coming of Pay}, who con- 
<-yerted ſome of the Fews, and afterwards received all 
« that came, whether Jew's or Gentiles, and preached 
<to them the Kingdom -of God for the: ſpace of two 
< whole years, noman forbidding him, pag. 458. 
Paxl preached at Rowen his bired houſe for two years, 


- allthis while he: recerved al that care'to him 'there is 


Nno- queſtion: butthizall the Chriſtians/there-did'\come 
torhear this moſteminent Apoſtle :| fo:thatit ſeems from 
firſt to laſt there were no more Chriſtians at'Rowe than 
a private Houſe could ald'recewe. ! 10 910! 27777 "I 


C79) 
: He would proye what he intends from A(ero's Per- 
of Cilia x (co beve we: a0 ite irads 
to death..upon pretence t 
ed Rome, pag: 458. Tacitus f of the Chyiſti- 
* = as guilty, and (ayes they confeſſed the Crime, and 
« deteted many others. 

Now thoſe who ſuffered, either confeſſed that they 
fired Rome and then they were no Chriſtians; - or they 
did not confels it, and then he wrongs. them intolera- 
bly, anddeſerves no credit. But our pu to.exculc 
7 n Ggpinn the ſenſe of ſuch who beſt underſtand him, 

ap articularlay , 'hefides * Baronixe en Others) 
os t Y, 0 {ed not, het they rppen'e axe, but that 
they were C hereas the inquiry being: con- 
cerning by nA of Oy the queſtion was not 
whether they were Chriſtians, but whether they fired 
eo City, f hi Laſt Joching (praks and will, be fo un- 
exſtood by thoſe who think . he ſpeaks 
Rat for truth. in thoſe accounts-he gives of Chriſtiay, ri 
it isN0 more to be expetcd'than from other — 
Authors of thoſe Ages, with whom it is cuſtomary. on 
= ſubject ſplendide —— other ance here- 
wehave 1n. this,report- of Tacitus, which I ſuppoſe 
A Te eas een ws 
an. Religion is called Ex:t:abilis ſaperſtitio, and 
when the Chriſtians are laid per flagitia uſes unugs 
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(8) 
ſuffer in; ſuch a manner, as theſe did by A(ero's Cruel- 
ty,” Ferarum tergis comte(Fint pn my eng age ant 
erucibys affixi; ant flainwands, atque ubi ' defeciſſet dies in 

 wſato of, reſp Wiwhr, fi the words of Tacs- 
FU. 

To this, he adds the general account which Cuſebius 
$1ves'of the ſucceſs of the Chriſtian faith immediately 
aftet the fiſt diſcovery of it, that preſently in all Cities 
and VillagesChurches' abonnding with innumerable multi- 
tndes were aſſembled, 8c. pag. 4.59. 
© Tfhe will notdeal uukindly with Exſebius he muſt not 
{et his expreſſions upon the Rack, nor ſtretch them be- 

3 yond his intention, '-nor forget what is obſerved to be 

uſual-with him 5 Oratoreme more rem amplificare.” Theſe 

Churches conliſting of inmmerable multitudes are (aid to 

be not only in a/ Cities, but Vilages 3 now I believe it 

"will be an hard matter for our Author to ſhew us any 

Villages, 'even in Con:ftantine's time,” where there were a 

Thoaſand, yea, or 500 Chriſtians. © Thoſe who will 

not abuſe themſelves or their Readers muſt give great 

allowance to ſuch expreſiions, and not rely on them in 
"oy TY | 

-- And Nw may not be amiſs to take notice of what 

he ayes of Fore 1n another Chapter, M.*B, had decla- 

red, that he found no reaſon to believe that Rome and A- 

lexandria had for 200 years more Chriſtians than ſome 

| London Pariſhes (which have 60000 Souls) nor near, 

k church Hiſt. 4F- Half fo niany & The chief, if not the only argu- 

p dd—___ or them at Rome more numerous, is a paſ- 

| tag ornelins his Epiltle ſhewing the number of the 

| icers and of the poor, this was in the middle of the 
third Ape, and ſonot within theſe 200 years, but yet 
proves not what it" is alledged for *inCorretins's time, 
near Ammo 360, The number of Officers fignifics no 
Tach thing, as hath been made evident, the mr” = 
« #12143 c 
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the poor, being 1500 rather proves the contrary. This 
a by comparing the proportions of the poor 
with the reſt in other places, at Aztiochin particular, as 
was ſhewed out of Chryſoſtome, who reckons the poor 
to be atenth part of the Inhabitants, and if it was ſo at 
Rome in Cornelins's time, the Chriſtians were about 
15000. This will ſerve M. *B's purpoſe well enou 
But the time and circumſtances being exceeding ditte- 
rent, makes it moſt probable that the Chriſtians then at 
[Rome did nothing near ſo much exceed the poor in 
number. It is far more likely that the proportions were 
nearer that at Conſtantinople, where Chryſoſtom Gayes, 
the poor was one half, this would ſpoil all our Au 
pretenſions, and ſo he adviſedly takes no notice of it. 


However unetzing he would fay againſt M."B. if 
one, could underſtand it. It is about the word fide 
in Cornelizs's Epiltlerender'd the poor. Valeſins obſerves 
the word is uſed by the omar Clergy in an Epiſtle to 
thoſe at Carthage, foe Vidue ſrve Thiibomeni, i. e. indi- 


gertes, faith he, as R»yfirus tranſlates it, and tells us alſo 


that Cypriar | calls them paxperes &* indigentes qui labo- 1 rp. 4 + 


- ant. Theſe, fayes our Author, were not only poor, 
but ſich and diſeaſed, alledging that of the Rowan Clergy 
for it after Valeſws, and if he mean not only the poor, 
but the fick alſo and the diſeaſed he is right, for Corne- 
lias ſignifies thoſe that were maintained by the Church, 
Widows and Indigent whether fick or well. But when 
he ayes theſe poor were ſuch only as were not able to' come 
abroad, he ſeems to confine it to the ſick and difeaſed, 
and then it contradiQs the former, and is without rea- 
ſon, againſt the uſe and import of the word, as renderd 
by all Interpreters former and later thatI meet with, and 
indeed againſt common ſenſe; for the number Cornelixs 
ſpeaks of is fixed, as that of -=_ Pre-byters and _— 
; | u 
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© Pag. 131: 


(392) 
fach as may be conſtantly. known and a certain account 
given. of it, whereas the number of the ſick.is not fixed, 
but fach a cont! as is very uncertain and various, 

But Cornelizs fayes in the fame Epiſtle that the people 
of his Church were innumerable. Trae, that is, accord- 
ing to the frequent uſe of the word, very many ( it is 
granted they were more than in any other Church)” as 
when Dzo fayes the Nations conquered by Trajar were 
jnnumerable, and Socrates expreſſes thoſe wounded in 
the fight between the Chriſtians and Heathen in Alex- 
andria about the demoliſhing of an Idol Tempe were 
eragilume 77, which in Sozomer. is but wary x ; arid ano- 
ther antient Author ayes there were inmmerable Biſhops 
#s Africa, which yet this Gentleman can eaſily count, 
and tells us that Schiſfmaticks and all were but 466 0. 
M.*B. may allow him what he' falls ſhort- in this rec- 
koning, which is more than half, and may:grant there 
were many more hundreds of Chriftians in Rove than 
any of theſe izr2umcrables come to, and yet make good 
what he ſappoſes. 

The great liberality of the 'Roxmzar Church is offered 
as no ſtall argument of its greatneſs, they ſerit to a great 
many Churches, releiving thoſe that 'were in' want, + arid 
ſending neceſſaries to ſuch as were condemned to the eMines;, 
thus in Severus's time, and" in the time of Dionyſive the 
Provinces of Syria with Arabia were thereby relieved eve- 


ry one, g- 53; 


M. *B.. need” not doubt, but ſome one Pariſh near 
him might do what is' equivalent to-this, if the an- 
rient. Charity were revived, which opened the hearts. 
of Chriſtians in thoſe times farther than their Purſes 
could well extend. " | 

But.the words are odly ſtretched, ' for they did not 
relieve every one in all thoſe placesbut ſuch as were iz: 
great want, and thoſe particularly who were condemned 

| i&@ 
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feches Min we 3 a yy wr fenars Fo it were the al- 
weney of the, omar Church, which, tome would a 
is, 4 it were Blaſphemy, but our Author meant WeL 
the proper import of the word is no more than ſtipene 
confet 


e. ; 
He alledges two paſlages in Exſebizs p, the former p rx. 54. 

concerns. not Fore more than any other. place in the 
Empire, the import of it is this, not that every ſoul of 
every ſort, but that many of all ſorts were lead to the 
Chriſtian Religion, if 9» 4s be ſtretched to every 
ſoul' Eyſebizs 18 made to ſpeak what. is in a manner no- 
torioully falſe, and mon(trouſly extravagant. The /ater 
which concerns ome does but ſignify, that more of 
Good quality for Riches and Birth with their Families and 
Relatives came over for Salvation q, Theſe he will have q 4b. 5.c.2r, 
to be of the-Nobs/zty, bt thoſe were counted noble who 
deſcended from ſuch as had been Magiſtrates ip. Cities 
or free Towns. How this can make that Church near 
ſo great as our Author would haye it, or greater than 
M, B. ſuppoſes, I don't underſtand. | 
. » What he ſubjoyns is very ſurprizing and muſt ſeem Pe: 54- 
ſtrange to thoſe who are- acquainted; with the ſtate of 
Churchin thoſe times, that the Chriſtians were the, better 
half of the Rowan Empire, that they were the major part 
every where, but in Rome more emmently. This hath no 
good warrant from antient Authors, na, .not from Ter- 
tullian, though he writ many years after Commodys. 
He hke an Oratour draws ſomething bigger thaz the life 
( as our Author ſayes of A(aziarzer, pag..137.) and 
muſt have allowance on this account by thoſe who will 
not. be injurious to: him, .In that very, Age wherein 
Commodaz reigned, it is faid the Chriſtians were ſo often 
Soanghtered that few could be found in e who profeſſed 
the name of Chriſt r. : And near 150 years after, when r Plain | 
| Conſtantine had reigned near 20 years in Rowe the gene- 9 

| M 2 rality 


ms. | 0. 
rality of the Inhabitants ſhewed ſuch difaffeQion td 
Chriſtianity, as that is given for one reaſon why he 


\ zefmu;, Riſttransferred the ſeat of the Empire to Byzantiune [7 


2+ þ+Gls 


He runs beyond M. B's bounds towards the middle of 
the third Century, and tells us the greateſt part of Alex- 
ander Severus his Family were Chriitians. And ſo they 
might be,- and yet no more Chriſtians in "Rowe for 
that, if they were Chriſtians before they came in- 
to his family, which is more likely than that the 
were converted in it. However many more ſuch. Ad- 
ditions will not increaſe that Church beyond M. B's 


Meafures, nor make it near fo numerous as that Pariſh 


to which WEztehall belongs. 
_ andre —_— concerns _ bein 

enzral ex nor M,'B. to'd af- 
a thoſe which he is concerned mug. rare _—_ 
Hhewnd,anes we underſtand the great multitudes which 
were gathered into theChriſtian Profeſſion (as Faleſins) 
or that aſſembled together for Chriſtian worſhip ( as 
our Author) is nat matertal z though theformery ismore 


likely, unleſs we can think &yebius, an ekegant Writer, 


would ufe ſo much taxtology in fo few lines, ' That fron 
which he may expe& more ſervice is the next expreſhi- 
on; which he renders the nrultitude of their Meetings in 
every City, but may with better reaſon be render'd, the 
aumerouſneſs or multitudes of thoſe that aſſembled in ſeveral 
Cities, © Forit is fo far from being true, that every City 
had #2ahy Congregations of Chriſtians'iti-it 5 that there 
were many Cities long after, which had no Chriſtians 
in them. ' And two inſtances 'carmot be given of any 


. Cities in the whole Empire that ar this time had-more 


Congregations than one 3 unleſs where they all:might 
have a embled in one- place, they thought it beiter in 
Prudence to diſperſe themſelves into ſeveral Meetings. 
For in Alexandria, which was the greateſt City meme to 

| hn ts « me, 
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ome, and the moſt populous Church in the whole 
orld, there is no appearance of more aſſemblies till 

the end of the tenth Perſecution, and the death of *Pe- 

fer Biſhop there, who ſuffered in the ninth year of it ?. reaſb.1.7.c.33. 

And therefore the elegant gradation, in diſcovering of 

which this Gentleman would have us take notice that 

he has a more comprehenſive faculty than Valeſivs,ſcems 

not very well founded. 

That which follows is an hundred years or more bes Pa. 55- 

yond the time to which M. B. limits his Aflertion, 

< About this time or not long after ome had above 

© 40 Churches, which we mult not imagine to be built 

& all at the ſame time, but by degrees, according as the 

* gumber of Believers did require 3 &c. page 55» 

From the number of Churches he can't reafonabl 

conclude ſuch a multitude of Chriſtians as he contends 

for. There were many Churches in Alexandria when 

Athanaſius was Biſhop of it, and yet there were no more 

Chriſtians in his communion than could meet togetherin 
. one place. *Baronins tells us, thar there was a City in _ 

Germany which had 400 Churches in it ;, and yet no rea- Atio10 8a” 

fon tothink that Town was comparable for Circuit and 

Populouſaeb, either to Roweor Alexandriz. IfTſhould 

fay that in Optatzs there were not ſo many Churches, 

but the number miſtaken by the Tranſcribers, . this: 

would be as good an anſwer as that of our Author, who 

will have the 12 or 14 years of Athanaſius his Baniſh- 

ment in Epiphanizs not to be ſo many moneths, and that 
 yearsare put inſtead of moneths by the miſtake of the 
. Copies, pag. 113. Or that other about the number of 

Biſhops in the Council at Anticch, where he will have 

goin Svork _— to be a aidke of the Tranſeri- 

or,- 90 ( or 97 or 99.#) Onphrizs maſt have vpee. 123,12 

liked ſuch an Anfiver to this ot Optatus, who tho' he 125 y 
. was ay much concerned for the greatneſs 'of the Romar = 
Church 
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Church as any, and no lefs inquiſitive into the antient 
ſtate of it, yet delivers it as a thing manifeſt and cer- 
tain, that Rowe had but '28 Titles, and this number 
not compleated till the fifth Age. But there's no need 
to inſiſt on any thing of this nature, it is not ſo material 
how many Churches there was, as when there was ſo 
many, and about the time he will have *Bloxdel to mi- 
ſtake, and M. B. to follow him therein ; he had been 
nibbling at Blondell a little before upon a ſmall occaſion 
and with aslittle reaſon, as might be ſhew'd, if it were 
fit to follow one in his'Vagaries. Let us ſee whether 
here he-doth not- follow Yaleſizs in his miſtake, who 
will have Optatws to ſpeak of the Churches at Rowe in 
the time of Diocletian's Perſecution, tempore perſecutionis 
Diocletiani w. But Optatws ſpeaks of thoſe Churches 
when extant and capable of receiving Congregation, as 
is plain by his words ; but what Churches were at Rome 
or other places, in the very beginning of that Perſecu- 
tion, were all quite demoliſhed, and that i ore day, 
ſayes Theodoret x, or the *Paſchal dayes, as Euſebius y ; 
afd' there's' no probability they could rebuild them 
while the Perſecution laſted, or that ſo many could be 
raiſed in lefs than many years after. icephorns (p 
but of 14 Churchesat Conſtartinople inthe reign of The- 
| odofins janior, nor meet I with any Author that gives 
*. "an account of more, yet this was about an hundred 
',, "years after Byzantium was re-edifyed, and both Con- 
© ſtantine and the ſuceeeding Emperours endeavoured to 
--make that City as populous as could be,and furniſhed it 
with Churches anfwerableto the numbers of the Inha- 
” bitants. -So that there's-no likel there could be 
40 Chutches in Rome at any tithe nearer Diocleſfiar's 
than Optatus's. . Pd, 


But to hte pthis our Author tells us-out of _ 
at 
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that there were three Donatiſts Biſhops at Rome ſucceC 
ſively before eAacrobins, who was' Contemporary with 
Optatus, and that the firſt of them was Vidor Garbienſes, 
and he will have Optatus to ſpeak of the State of Rowe 
(the 40 Churches there) not as it was in his own time, 
but in that.of this /1For, when this was, he fayes, is not 
calle to fix. pag. 56. : 

Yet this is certain, it cannot be in the time of Dzocle- 

ſtar's *Perſerntion, for the Schiſme of the Donatiſts did 
not break out till /Hajorinns was ordained (who was 
the firſt Biſhop of the Faftion made in Mfrica or elſe- 
where) and this was ſometime after the Perſecution was 
there ended, as Optatus and Valchxs after him, and 0- 
thers declare 23 and ſometime muſt be allowed after z De Schif: Ds 
this for the Dorati#s ſettling in ome, and ſuch an in- 
creaſe of them there as to need a Biſhop. *Baronins 
makes this Y7&or to be Biſhop in Silveſter's time, which 
might be long <enough after Divcleſian Perſecution, 
he lived till 335.; All which our Author hath.to OR 
for the more carly date of Y:zor's Biſhoprick, is that 
there were two or three Donatiſt Biſhops between Vifor 
and Optatus ; but this will ſcarce ſerve his turn. For 
there were four Biſhops of Roxve in the former part of 
that very age wherein we are now concerned, who 
held not the Chair ten years among. them, Marcellus, 
Exſebius, Melchiades and eMarcus. But we may allow: 

| the three Donatiſt Biſhop at Rowe near ten years a piece 
Fom the time of Optatus, 373 ( as both Blondel.and 
Faleſins agree) and yet ViGor Garbienfis may not be Bi- 
ſhop till A»#o 350 and fo nearer to. Optatus his time, 
than Dioclefians. 


2dly, It is no proof of Dioceſe: Churches that thoſe 
who belong to it, do occaſionally divide themſelves 
into diſtin Meetings, A large Church, and fome- 
tunes 


: 
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times a Sell Congregation may have occaſion to divide 
and meet in- parcels for their convenience or ſecurity; 
Particularly in time of Perſecution, that they may af-- 
ſemble with more ſafety, and be the better concealed 
from thoſe who would diſturb or apprehend them. The 
yon that belonged to Cypriaz did meet all together 
on ſeveral occaſions, as is apparent in his Epiſtles r3 yur 
when Perſecution was hot, he thought it adviſable, 
| caute non glomeratim nec per multitudinem ſimul junam, 
1 Fp. $- conveniendum |, they durſt not in ſome parts % 7? drag 

| m1 Sor le 62+ Crxammager, in the beginning of Conſtartine's Reign w. 


Damaſus, the ſuppoſed Author of the Pope's liver, 
fayes, Exariſtns Titulos *Presbyteris diviſit, divided the 
Titles in Rome to. the *Prerbyters, and by Titles ſome 
will have us to underſtand Pariſh Churches. But it is 
incredible that the Chriſtians in Trajar's time when 
Evariflus was Biſhop, could ereft any res in form 
of Churches, or had any. diſtinguiſhable from other 
houſes, ſo as the Heathen might take notice of them, as 
uſed or deſigned for the religious exerciſes of Chriſti- 
.ans. Who can imagine that when it was death for any 
one to be known to-be a Chriſtian, they ſhould fre» 
"gre any kzown places for Chriſtian Worſhip ? It is 

r more reaſonable which *Platina fayes of Caliitnr's 
| time, more than an hundred years after, that then the * 

meeting of Chriſtians were all ſecret, and rather in Chappels, 
| 1 and thoſe hidden, and for the moſt part underground; than 


>» 
. 
«0 


in open: and publick places Cum ez tempeſtate ob crebras 
perſecutiones occulta eſſent omnia, & ſacel/a potins, atque 

eadem abdita © plerumque ſubterranea;, quam apertis in lo- 

in. pag. 359. £5 4c publicis fierent, Dr. St. ſayes, 1 confeſs it ſeems not 
probable to me that thoſe Tituli were ſo ſoon divided as the 

| time of Euariſtus, who lived in the time of Trajan, when 
the Perſecution was hot againſt the Chriſtians; but Damaſns 


ſeems 
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ines not to believe himſelf, for in the life of Dionyſius he 
Ch Hic *Presbyteris Eccleſias diviſit. His rea Gn con- 
cludes'as much or -more againſt the 7ztles under this 
notion aſcribed to eMarcel/zs 200 years after ( which 
ſome will have to be 25, but hrizs (hews they could 
not be more than 15 = ) for eMarcellwv was Bithop' of n Interprer. oe. 
Rome for (ix years of the tenth Perſecution begun by 
Diocleſiar, which was the longeſt and fierceſt that ever 
befel the Church 3 when the Chriſtians were fo far 
from erecting any Churches, that all before erected 
were by ſevere Edidts tq be quite demoliſhed. But what 
Is faid of Titles divideÞ by Exariſtzs may be true in 
this ſenſe, that ſince they could not fafely meet toge- 
ther in the Perſecution under Trajar, they diſperſed 
themſelyes into diſtin&t meetings, and had Presbyters 
aſſigned to officiate in each of them. And yet -the 
Chriſtians at 'Rome were then no more, nor long after, 
| than might all meet together for 'Worſhip, and did fo 
when it could be done mn ſafety. In'the time of Xy/tns 
who had the Chair at Rome under Adrian, it is taid 
becanſe of the frequent flanghters of the Chriſtians, there 
were few found who durſt profeſs the name of Chriſt, prop- 
ter frequentes c#des panci reperirentur qui nomen Chriſti 

ofiteri auderent o, And there was an order in that , pj4;52e. * 
Church that when the * Biſhop celebrated, all the Presby- 
ters ſhould be preſent. Tepherinus tolnit *Precbyteros 
ovrmes adeſſe celebrante Epiſcopo,quod etiam Euarifto placwit, 
this is aid to be made in the time of Eariſtus to whom 
this diviſion of Titles is aſcribed, and it was in force an 
hundred yearsafter, being renewed by Zepherinus wha 
was Biſhop till Ao 218 about 3c years before Corneli- 
vs, Who ſpeaks of 46. Presbyters at Rome. Now the 
Lords Supper was frequently adminiſtred in thoſe times, 
at leaſt every Lords-day, and when the Biſhop was pre- 
ſent, he himſelf did eelebrate, and if all the Presbyters 
N were 


Þ Pap. 552, 


ad Decentium. 
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were 10 be preſent when hs. did celebrate; then all the 
People likewiſe were to' be preſent, or elſe they -had no 
Publick Worſhip, for they could have none without 
Biſhop or Presbyters. 


,2dlys..A Church js not proved to be Dvoceſax by the 


numbers of *Presbjters in it, this' I have evident 


before, and made it good againſt our Athors excepti- 
ons. But he brings a new inſtance p, and will have E- 
deſſa to. have been a Dioceſan Church becauſe of the nu- 
merous Cletgy, the Clergy, {ayes he, of the City of E- 
deſla was boue 200 perſons, not reckoning that of the 
Conntrey within his Dioceſe, and this was a Dioceſan * Bi- 
ſhop to purpoſe. Ws 
He did well not to reckon that of the Countrey in 
his:Dioceſe : unleſs he had kown that ſomething of the 
Countrey was within-his-Dioceſe. It was not unuſual 
for the Biſhops charge to be confined to a Town or City 
Rome it ſelf is an inſtance of it 4, Cum omnes Eccleſie 
noſire intra Civitatems conſtitute ſunt. But why itſhould 
be judged. to be.a. Dioceſan Church becauſe 200 ſuch 
Perſons belonged o- it, - ſeeing the great Church at 
C..P.-had above 500 Officers awed it after Juſtiniaz: 
had retrenched the numbers r, and yet was never coun- 
ed a Dioceſe, I do not well underſtand. But he hath 


' ſome other reaſons for it, and becauſe he thinks: they 


prove the Biſhop of Edefa to have been. a Dzoceſgn to 
purpoſe, let us on the by a little examine them 3 theſe he 
gives in ſummarily, This was a Dioceſan * Biſhop to pur- 
poſe, who beſides a large Dioceſe, had excommutnitating 
Archdeacons, and a great revenue. ! 

I findmothing alledged to ſhew he had a large Dis- 
ceſe or any at all, but this, the City of Battina was in-the 
Dyoceſe-of Edefla, for bas is accuſed of having endeavour- 
ed tomake one John Bilhop of 3t, &c, 


Battina 
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Baithra hid a Biſhop of ts own, how then can it be 
faid to be tn the averſe of Edeſſa, unlels Province and 
Dioceſe be corifoiunded 2 Edefſe was the Ietropolis of 
Meſopotamia, the Biſhop of it was the third Hetropo- 
I#ar in the Patriarchate of Antioch, as they are ordered 
in the antient A(stitia. The Biſhop 'of *Baitina was 
one of the many S»fſragans belonging 'to: that Metrops- 
ttan. How then comes the Dioceſe of Edeſſe to be any 
wayes large upon this account ?' Is the/ Dioceſe 'of Can- 
terbury-one foot the larger, becauſe there is a Biſhop of 
Peterborough in that Province? Theſe things are -not 
eaſily apprehended nor can be'well digeſted. 
2dly, The greatrefs of his Retonue' is 'hho- more appa- 
rent, there is nothing to prove it but the riches of that 
Church, and its great Revenues, and hereof our Author 
gives us no-clear account, no-value of the A(umiſarata, 
Nor is there #try Pvidence m-the Conn! for:the Man- 
'nors he ſpeaks of 'but only the felling -af forme wood-in-a 
- certain pſec there named:;Bur whererhere was ailNvoreſare 
and AHrebdeucons ,' 'derornm required there' ſhould be 
Munnors and vaſt Revenuts'for the Biſhop. | Nor do)I 
_ with 'it, oily this breaks'the fquates a little, and 
-diftatbs the correſpondetice' !berween thoſe and our 
times 5 that if the Revenues-of that Charch had: a--:.. 
mounted to tenitimes more, yer the-Bifhop would ſcarce 
_ "have been one Jot the richer for it. This will-not-feem 
ftrange to any, who take notice 6f-che antient Orders, 
concerting the-revermues'of an-Bpiſcopal Church,  'The 
'Brſhop ws tb have »8thing thereof $f he could main- 
"tain himfelf ortherwrſe.-' When Wy Was yan” avg, No- 
thing was aHowed him/for himfelf” but receflaries, food c,, ,..; 
ed Talent f.*- He was to'purehaſe nothing wire vn I 
"ved, - nor to leave ny: thing got by his Biſhoprick | © / by 
when he died, to his'Relarives or others, © but only to c. de #1/ſ:.n08 
the Church that maintained! him'#, The Biſhop of {3'-< 13-6 
N 2 Edeſſe,” ©" 


” 
Py , 


1... 
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Edeſſa, or any other in theſe Circumſtances, muſt be a 
poor Dioceſan, and one in a good Engliſh Re@ory or Vi- 
caridge, is 1n a fairer way to be rich, than any in the 
antient Biſhopricks, ſo ordered. And if Riches or 
Revenues be good Arguments to prove a Dioceſan, one 
of our Vicars may be a better Dioceſan than the Biſhop 
of Edeſſa. Tt is:true there is ſome intimation from Fore, 
' that the Biſhop ſhould have zhe 4th. part of the Churches 
revenues, but there's no appearance of ſuch a diſtribu- 
tion, till after the time of the four firſt general.Coun- 
cils; nor in any Countrey but [taly till an hundred 
years after : Nor did it ever obtain (that can diſcover 
after ſome inquiry) in the Greek Churches, 


: - 3. The other proof that Ibas was a Dioceſan, viz. 
becauſe ke had excommunicating Archdeacons, our Author 
would make good by telling us, that one of his Arch- 
deacons excommunicated Maras. Now this though it 
prove not what it is alledged for, .may prove more 
than he likes. An Archdeacor in the antient Church 
(though he be another thing now) was not ſo much as 
a Presbyter, he was but in the lower Order of Deacons, 
though chief aug them, and choſen by them, as 
Jerome (ignifies u, Diaconi eligunt de ſe quem induſtriuns 
noverint, &* Archidiaconum wocant, the Deacons chuſe 
from amongst themſelves one whom they know to be indu- 
ftrious, and call him Archdcacon. Now if a Deacon 
had the power to excommunicate, there can be no doubt 
but-the Presbyters had it, being of a Superiour Order 
and Power. And excommunication being counted the 
higheſt a& of Juriſdiction, it cannot be queſtioned but 
thelother as thereof belonged: to them ; and fo the 
Preybyters having all the Juriſdiction of Biſhops ( all the 
power of Government,) what did they want of being 
Biſhops but the honour of preſiding in their Ally 
An 
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And if they were no farther from being Biſhops, they 
will go near to be as much Dioce/ar, and fo this Gentle- 
mar may chuſe, whether he will have af of both ſorts 
to be Dioceſans, or none of either. | 

4ly, It is no Argument to prove a Digceſan Church 
to ſhew that it conliſts of ſuch who live at a good di- 
ſtance one from another. O__ had a great Con- 
gregation at Cephro, a Village in Lybia, but thoſe which 
made up this Church were of another Countrey, coming 
partly from Mexandria, partly from other parts of 
Egypt, as Enſebius ſhews us, yet none ever elteemed 
that to be a Dioceſan Chirrch. In Juſtin Martyr's time 
thoſe that were in the Countrey, and thoſe that were in 
the City, when thoſe were no more than made one 
Congregation, met together in one place, may zyme 
mines x) &yobs wotrley He dur owed, the Meeting con- 
fiſted of ſuch as lived at a good diſtance, but none wi 
imagine it to be a Dioceſa: Church, but thoſe whowi 
have a ſingle Congregation to be ſuch a Church, M 
the Chriſtians in City and Countrey , fays Dr. Downham, 
if they had been aſſembled together, would have made but a 
fivall Congregation. w. w Defence 1.2; 

Our Avthour would prove the largeneſs of Baſil's *4?** 
Dioceſs by the diſtance between Ceſarea and ir eng *, x þ4g-546,547 
He makes much ofit and takes the pains to ure the 
diſtance between theſe Towns, or rather, ashe ſays, to 
make ſome gueſs at it out of an Itenerary and Putinger's Ta- 
bles; yet tells us the diſtance muſt be as great at leaſt as 
between Hippo and Fuſſala, that ſo St.  Baſil's Diocels 
may be as great at leaſt as that of St Auſtin's, I think 
they will prove much alike , for asI have ſhew'd that 
Auſtin's Dioceſs was not one foot larger for F»ſſala, ſo 
it will appear that S#. *Bzfil's had not theleaſt enlarge- 
ment upon the account of Saſiza. That he might not 
be out in his meaſures nor have loſt all his Fon, 7 

ings 
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things ſhould firſt have been cleared, neither of which 
is (or I think can bar er 3 rſt, That Saſimia Was in 
Baf's Dioceſe, for if it.was but only ih his Province, 
how far ſoever it was from Czſarea, his Dioceſe can be 
nothing the rget for it, though his Province might. 
To prove it in his Dioceſe T find nothing but his own 
aſfertion, that Saſima i ſaid expreſly to be taken out of the 
Dioceſe of Baſil z but where is this id expreſly, or by 
whom, except by himſelf? The words in the Margin 
fignify. no fach thing, hut only ſome attempt to deprive 
&"eMetropolis of Saſima. - For a Metropolis may be de- 
prived ofa Town which 1s in any part of the Province, 
when another Metropolitan ſeizeth on'it, - And I believe 
our Azthor 'is yet more out in taking the eMHetropolis 
Which (#zianzen ſpeaks of to be Ce/area, when it ap- 
pears 'by the Epiſtle to be. rather Tyan. For as the 
whole Epiſtle is writ to Baf/, fo thee words cited, af- 
ter many others by way of ſharp expoſtulation, are di- 
rected to-Pim as endeavouring: to deprive a Metropolis 
of this Town, called ironically 151 aayrydr Sarum ; Now 
Czſarea was not the Metropolis which Baſil would haye 
. deprived of S2ſima, he earneſtly. endeavoured to. have 
It annext thereto ; but he would have deprived Tyan 
of it, if Anthinws the Metropolitan "there, had not 
made a'ſtout oppoſition. 2dly, He ſhould have provy- 
ed, that after this part of Cappadocia was divided into 
twoProvinces, Fwy was in that Province which fel! 
to Baſis ſhare (tor 3f it was not in his Province how 
could, his Dioceſe be atiy"larger for it? ) bur inſtead of 
this 'our Author offers What may ferve to diſprove it, 
relling us that in the antient Greek Notitia, Saſima is 
ſet down in the ſecorid Cappadocia (which belonged to 
Anthintus is the ficſt did:to.Ba[il)” ard ſo, fayes be, it is 
'#ot likely 36 be pry tiear- Czlarea. No indeed, it is 
thereby proved to be ſd far from” Ceſarea, that it did 
7 | got 
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pot enlarge" Baſls Province, much lefs- his Dioceſh, 
Thin it 15 alſo placed in the 41awmvns of Leo Sophns un- 
der the Metropolitan of Tyava, not of Czſarea, It is 
true Baſil lajd claim to it, but after ſome conteſt he 
yeilded, and Arthizmns carried it, placing Exlalias there 
as one of his Suffragans, when A(2zzanzen had quitted 


it, _ " 

He goes farther on to ſhew the largeneſs of Dioceſes 

in Baſ#'s Province. | 

<Itis plain by N4zianzex that Cappadocia had but 
* 50 Biſhops, for ſo many he ayes Baſel had under him, 
« and conſidering the extent of that Countrey the Dio» 
< ceſes muſt needs be large. 

He does nat ſay "Ba{! had no more under him, nor 
that he was making no more 3 he knew Baſil was-con- 
ſtituting more Biſhops in that part of Cappadocia which 
was his Province, and A(«z#enzex commends himifor 


it as an excellent undertaking on ſeveral accounts z..; ' : y orat.de Bd} 


« Conſidering the extent of that Countrey, the Dio- 
© ceſes muſt needs be large, for the Countrey as Strabo 
&« computes, is near 400 miles in length,and little lefs.in 
& breadth. 

Ifhe means Baſi/'s own Province, where: he. told us 
there were 50 Suffragans under him beſides Saſimra, 


&c 2 : (as I know not what he can mean elſe, 1f his : rag. 


Diſcourſe be not impertinent and inconſiſtent 3 for Ba- 
fi as Metropglitan had no Biſhops under him, but thoſe 
in his-proper. Province )) Sjrabo. is Arangey miſtepre- 
ſented to ſerve a turn ; for it is the whole Conntrey which 
paſſed, under the name of Cappadocia, that the Geogra- 
pher. gives us the, dimenſions of in the place cited, and 
tell ys it was divided xto tern *Prefe@ures, - Meletena, 
Cataoria, Cilica, Tyanitis, Ifauritis, &c. wheteof; Ba- 
fil's Province was but one, -vjz. that called Czlica, and 
that of Anthimus, Tyanitis, another, &c. Mazaca 


(afterwards 
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afterwards called Ceſare) being Metropolis of Beſits 
bor Tyane of Tyanitis, &c. hee fo he urwtanby 41 
account of theſe tex PrefeFures, he adds the dimenſi- 
ons of the whole Countrey, in theſe words, the extext 
of Cappadocia in breadth from the Euxine to Taurus, 3s * 
1800 Furlongs, in length 3000. So that our Author 
will have the extent of *Baſis Province to be no leſs 
than that of the whole Conntrey,- when itis but the tenth 
part thereof; And asif this were not enough, he makes 
the breadth of the whole Countrey, to be near twice as 
much as it is in Straboz but he hath ſome falvo for this, 
fuch as it is, 

& And little leſs in breadth, as Caſabor: reſtores the 
% reading of 1800 Furlongs' in the. 12th.” Book, by 
«a paſlage in the ſecond where the: breadth is'made 
©2800. | » 
' Its true Canſabor obſerves ſome difference in the 
places cited, but he fhews how they may be eaſily re- 
conciled, without changing the Text here, or making 
the Countrey broader than it is here deſcribed, viz, 
by taking Ports in one place for the Seca, in the other 
for the Region ſo called, ſeparated from Cappadocia by 
wountains parallel to Taurus; and then concludes, gic 
»on erit diſcedendum #4 vulgats leFione. So that he hath 
no relief by Cauſabor without curtailing the Paſſage. 


« And in this compaſs Biſhops may contrive 50 Dio- 
« ceſes of very competent extent, and not inferiour to 
© many of ours. | . 

Let him try how in "Baſis Province of about 40 
rmiles-in length, he can contrize room for above 50 
Biſhops; with as large Dioceſes 'as thoſe he pleads for. 
That which-is now-thought little enough for one Biſhop 
"Baſil conceived too' big for Fifty. 


What 
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* What: Dioceſes Ba (and others before him)thought 
ſufficient for Biſhops both then, and informevtimes, ap» 
Pears oy a paſlage which our Author next cites, where 
Amphilochins Biſhop of Icontums, is directed to conſtitute 
"Biſhops for the Province of Icomium, in little Corporati- 


ons and. Villages. « Hundreds of inftances might” be  £y. 4-6. 


brought of Biſhops elſewhere, 'in fach. little places and 
Villages, but I will go no further now, than the in- 
ſtance himfelf offers us, whereby it is manifeſt that a 
littleCorporation, or a Village might furniſh a Biſhop with 
ſuch a Dioceſe, as was then thought competent, both 
by "Baſil, and the Church before ki». For in fich he- 
le places there was Biſhops before, as *Baſi/ there figni- 
fies, and: he gives direction that it ſhould be fo (till. 
Yet he, that would adviſe the reducing of Biſhops to 
ſuch Sees now, would be counted an enemy to Epiſco» 
pacy 3 and his advice deſtruftive to Biſhops. So much 
do we now differ, both from the judgment and prac- 
tice of the antient Church, and the moſt eminent Bi- 

10 it. | 

Hereby alſo it appearsthat the aw/tiplying of Metrop 

litans wy no ſack a of multiplying Biſhops, bat 
that their numbers increaſed, when there was not that 
occaſion z And this in Cappadocia, which is our Av- 


#hor's eminent inſtance. 6b For Biſhops were multiplyed b paz. 545 


by erefting Epiſcopal Sees in Vi/lages, and little places, 
this was done in ris, a Province in Cappadocia, as 
appears by theſe paſſages in *Baſi}, before the conteſt 
between him and Anthirmus, upon the conſtituting of 
2 new 1 >P : and after that difference was 
Compoſed, 'Baſp/ thought it adviſeable that it ſhould 
be done ſtill. And the ike may be faid of Africa, the 
inſtance he moſt inſiſts on, and ſpends many Pages up- 
ont, pretending the occafion why Biſhops were fo 
numerous there, was the Schiſm of the Donatiſts, 

Oo Whereas 


_ 
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Whereas\he tule by which the African Fathers proceed- 
ed in ereting Biſhopricks in /ittle places, and: fo increa- 
fing the nkber of Biſhops, was as themſelves declare, 
who beſt knew it, the increaſe of the number of Chriiti- 


le Concil. Certh. ans; c Where theſe were multiplyed, and defired a 


Biſhop, they thought themſelves obliged to let them 
have one ; not excepting the meanneſs or ſmalneſs of 
the places, where he was to be conſtituted. And we 
muſt believe (if we have any reverence for thoſe Fa- 
thers) that they would have done, what they judged 
themſelves obliged to, though there had been no Do- 
watiſts amongſt them. And when there can be noſuch 
pretence- of occaſion from the Doratifts, the praftice 
was continued, as appears by St. Auſtin's procuring a 
Bilbop for F»ſ/a/a, which he calls a Caſtle, upon ſome 
increaſe of the Catbolicks there, diverſe years after the 
noted conference at Carthage, where the heart of the 
Donatiſts was broken 3 Nay, many years after the in- 
vaſion of the Vandals, and the death of St. Auſtin they 
proceeded inthe ſame methods, or rather exceeded their 
Predeceſſors in multiplying Biſhops, by ereting Epiſ- 
al ſeats in ſmaller, and more inconſ1derable places, 
if Leo hisEpiſtle may be credited. 4 
But to return to our Author, and the paſſage of Ba- 
#1, inſiſted on, by which ſfayes he, * it appears that 
* [ſauria was part of Baſif's Province 3 How this __ 
by any thing therein, I cannot imagine, our Author 
fignifies before that Tſarria was a diſtin& *Province, 
the Metropolis of it (as he ſuppoſes) Selencie, which 
had a metropolitan and ſuffragans before, and being 
now deſtitute, the Biſhops in the Vicinity were care- 
ful to provide others. Which being ſo, that it ſhould 
be part of *Baſi/'s Province ſeems as incongruous, as if 
it were ſaid, that the Province of York, is part of the 


Province of Canterbery : but if this could be _ 
| £ 
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that one Province is part of another, yer Tſawris would 
rather be part of Amphilochiws his province, who (as 
he tells us) was to conſtitute a Metropolitan and other 
Biſhops therein, than of Baſ's, who is only repreſent- 
ed as giving advice about it. Or if giving advice and 
diretion, would prove any thing of this nature, the 
Papiſts might think it a good argument, that Africa 
was part of the Roman Province, becaufe Leo Bilhop 
of Rome gives adviſe, how Biſhops ſhould be there con- 


ſtituted. e e lhid, 


Next he brings in the Chore-piſcopi in order to his de- 


ſign, and tells us F they were * Conntrey Biſbops, and * ®* 559. 
1 


* their Church conſiſted of wary Congregations, and 
* thoſe at a good diſtance one from another, and alſo 
* that ſome of them had the inſpeQion of a large Ter- 
© ritory, no leſs it is like than the County of Fuſ/ala. 

But not a word for proof of this, ſave Baſi/'s men-+ 
tioning a Chor-epiſcopus 7% T*rev of ſome places ; Where- 
as if he had been the Biſhop of two or three Villages, 
this might be enough to ſatisfie the import of that ex- 
preſſion. Yet he knows there is ſome one Countrey 
Pariſh, that hath ten times as many, or more Vi 
in it, 'but never pretended to be a Dioreſar Church, 
and that ſach a pretence would be now counted ridi- 
culous. 

He adds, that which,- if it were true, —_— near 
to dethrone theſe Conntrey * Biſhops | (for * Baſil ſpeaks 
of them, ashaving their Thrones in Villages z and ren- 
der them lefs than antient Presbyters, for all their large 
Territory, and there being Dioceſan. 

« Bur yet theſe were but the Depwties or Surrogates of 
*the City Biſhops in __ of juriſdiction, for. they 
* were to donothing of moment without their Biſhop. -- 
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If thisbe {o, it would be lefs wonder that the. Pope 
will have Bifhops to be-but his ſubſtitutes 3 and. that 
fone Biſhops will have the Paſtors of Parochial Chur+ 
ches tobe but their Vicars or Cyrates, I hope our A+ 
thor intends better, however it is well that fuch odd 
Hypotheſes have no better ſupport than that whichisadd- 
ed, for ſfayes he, they were to do nothing of moancut with- 
ont their Biſhop 5 this is his argument, and ke is not 
alone in urging it. Let us fee whether it will not do 
the Biſhops (for whoſe advancement it is deligned) as 
much . ditſervice, as it 'can do the Chorepiſtopi, or 
Presbyters 3 diveſting them of that which -is counted 
more neceſſary and advantagious to them, than a large 
Dioceſe. The Provincial Biſhops were obliged m—_ 
nothing, @wir weeafew Giryuedr dye 'rs propria Hhoxire, 
without the "Bifhop of the e/Hetropolis, this the ſynod at 
Antioch decrees, according #0 an antient. Cawon of the 
Fathers. g By this argament- we raft conclude, that 
Hof: 35- CM» the Biſhops in a Province were: but the Depaties and 
Car. 23 SYnvrogates of the Metropolitan. And it may proceed 
proportionably againſt the -/Hetropolitans with reſpet 
tothe E570 :or Primates; and alſo to; their prejudice 
mreference 2o- the Patriarths. It will go near'to ;de- 
ſttoy the 'Byfhape likewiſe, if we follow 4t downwards, 
In the antient Church the Biſhops were to do nothing of 
woucnt, Jpithont the Presbjters, this the molt: pudicious 
and lLeartted: Zeriers 'of Epiſoapary acknowledge 3 
> 8. Bilſor, bi Nay farther, in the beſt Ages of the Church, -the 
pr. Field, P!. \Bajbaps were t0 do nothing without the ;peoph, that is, 
* without their preſerce und conſents, This 43 moſt evi- 
whe, © dent m Cyprian Epiſiter, arid 18 'acknowhetiged by fuck 
Vide defence "Prelatifts as care otherwiſe! neſerved 4 1; Now 
f Dr. St. Pug- by his Al ;we/ may-conclude that Babops were 
Þ bur the Deputies os Swrrogates of the Presbyters 3 or 
tyhich will be counted mote intolerable, that —_— 


we. 


4 P 
—- 


COP, 
haduheir . juriſdiction from the people -by Depwatior 
—_— It may be this Genierrarn will not like 
his argurnene well, when heifoes what improvement 
it is capable of, yetin purſuance of it he adds, * Baſil _ 
© 15 ſo reſolute upon his prerogative, that he will.not en- 
© dure they ſhould ordain, as-much as the inferiour 
© Clergy, without his .conſentz and if they do., Jet 
© them know, (layes he,) that whoſoever | is adnutted 
without our conſent ſhall be reputed 'but ® Layman- 


_ I ſuppoſe the *Prerogative for which he will have Ba- 

fil fo refolme , 'is a. Negative i ordinations upon the 
Countrey Biſhops 3 bur this cannot be eancluded from 

the words cned. For the Council -of A(ize gives the 

Metropolitan a power, as to ordinations in the ſame 

words, k declaring that-if a Biſhop be ordained by the kcar. 6 

Provincials, axes 2v%%e without the judgwent of the Me- 
tropolitar, the great-Councyl willhave bin acconwied mo 

*Biſbop 3 and yet the Metropolitan had no Negative up- 

onthe Provincial in Ordinations, for' the fame Conner} 

determaes,. that 'in-ordinations plurality of Votes foall 

prevail, which is utterly 1ncpnfſtent with any ones Ne- 

gative woice. | What then is the 'import of 'Baſil/'s 4d 

2&un? takeit in the words of a very Learned and Ju- 

dicious Dr. of this Church, 1 is indeed there faid, that 

none e fol be ordained 768: eur without the opinion. of 

the vMetrapalitan, but that." Foth- not import a Negative 

woice in kine, but that the. tranſaltion foould uot paſs in 

bis ahſence, or without this knowledge, advice end ſuffrage, 

KC. ; | | Barrow 

5. \It js no proof of.a Dioceſan Church, to ſhew that Fopes rok. 

a Towh, beſides zhe Clergy-or Offiters:itv it, had ome © © ®! 

Presbyters or C ations.4n the Gountrey belong- 

ingito1t, The inftances which 'fignific rio more, or 
not ſo much, are produced -as/ fakcient arguments to 


prove 


-t 


Mad 


m Vindication. 
P- $94- 


n Pag. $05. 
$07» 


o Con. 4+ Cans 
6 


p Tol. I. Cap. 
20. 
q Vaſcon.Can.3. 


% 


r Pag. $27+ 


Pag. 528. 


Pag. $16. 


| Cant. 13+ 
Can. 8. 


þ Pg. $55 


tan 9: Page 
$30. -SRY fd 


(102) _ 
prove there” were ſach-Churches. ' "As ' that *of Gaizs 
Diddenſir Precbyter, ſuppoſed (with- what ground'l 
'examine' not) to have been- a Counttey: Presbyter be- 
longing to-Carthage, and under ' Cypriar. wr And that 
of Felrx faid-to do the Office of a Presbyter, under 
Detinms another Presbyter 3 a thing unheard of in 
thoſe times, but let us take it'as we- find it, and upon 
the very {lender reaſon alledged againſt Gorlartins (who 
is of another Judgment) believe, that he was a Prieſt 
in ſome Village belonging to Caldonize his Dioceſe. x 
And that order for the Presbyters from their Churches, 
to repair to their proper "Biſhop for Chriſm in Afrita, o in 
Spain, p and in France.” q To theſe are added, for 
farther evidences, the Churches (faid without ground 
to be eny,) belonging to Hippo Dieritorum ; Alſo the 
Church of Thyane , belonging to Alypizs Biſhop of 
Tiavefta, which without reaſon, we muſt take to be a 
conſderable City, r and the City Mzlevis , becauſe 
Petilian fayes Tynca belonged to it once, though now 
it had a Biſhop of its own ; and by our Authors Art 
of computation', Towns, Villages and Cities muſt be- 
long to Myler#s, upon the ſole account of Tarca, ſome- 
time appertaining to'it, / and theſe with F»ſala, (of 
which before) are the chief inſtances to prove that 
Africa had very large Dioceſes not inferiour to thoſe of 
ours, in extert of Territory: © t Beſides in the Council 
of." Neoceſarva-'Corntrey  Prerbyters are diſtinguiſhed 
from 'others'z” # and -that- of Antioch provides that 
Conntrey Presbyters ſtall not - give Canonical Epiitles, w 
and allows the Biſhop to order his own Church, and the 
an r= depending" on it; x And Epiphanins 
ſpeaks- of ai Chtrt/belonging ro his charge; which 
we'muſc undetftandto be his Diveeſs, though in the 
paſſage cited, is twice called his Province, y'in fine, . 
Jerome ſpeakes of (ome biptized by Prevbyters' or Dea- - 
CONS; 
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cons in Hamlet, Caſtles, and: Placts rewote from the 
a and ſuch like are uſed as good arguments for 
Dioceſan Churches, whereas there are diverſe Towns in 
England, which beſides the Officers:in-them,..havermre+ 
#y Congregations and Presbyters 1n Villages belonging 
to them, and contained withm:, the Parith 3 and yer 
our Author and thoſe of his perſwaſion would think # 
Dioceſars quite ruined , if they were reduced, and 
confined to the meaſures of thoſe Pariſh Churches, and 
leftno bigger than fome of our Vicaragesand Parſona- 
ges, though . ſuch as Mr. Hooker affirms to be as large us 
ſome antient Biſhopricks 3 he might have ſaid woſ?, there 
being not one in many- greater or fo large. I yet ſee 
no ground in ' antiguity,: nor can —_—_ to have 1t 
proved, that the larger ſort of ordinary Biſhopricks.in 
the fourth age, and ſpmetime after, were of more ex- 
tent than two ſuch Vicarages would be, if united. Yet 
a Biſhop of ſach a Diſtrict in our times would be 
<_ ſo far from having a competent Dioceſe, that 
he would ſcarce eſcape from being ſcorned as an Haber. 
Epiſcopellus, 

But his greateſt argument, (in compariſon of which 
his other Allegations, he tells us, are but accidental 
kints, %. ) which he moſt inſiſts on, and offers many 7 Pa. 508; 
times over 3 fo that it makes a great part of his dil- 
courſe on this ſubject. 4 It is drawn from the number 4, Fae: 598: i 
of Biſhops in Conncils, by which he would evince the _— (4 $56. 
largeneſs of antient Dioceſes, when it no way proves '* 55 
Dioceſan Churches of any ſize. He proceeds upon this 
ſuppoſition that there were great 1mmbers of Chriſtians 
in all parts and Cities, bin the firit age: And that the b Pag. 530. 
Biſhops were fewer po. times than afterwards, The 
former part of his Hypotheſes, if he underſtands the num- 
bers of Chriſtians to be any thing comparable to what 


they 


(COD, 
they:were akker Corſtrntine; when Buliops-were' much 
multiplied 3 (as he muſt underſtand it, if he expe@t any 
ſervice from: 1th wants-proof,-and' he offers none but 
ſome paſſages 1n Tertidifan, frrained far beyond what 
is agrecable:to! vther a»tfeat:iduthors, of which before. 
Ler,me add that A(azdumzen comparing the numbers of 
Chriſtiansiri former tinies, with thoſe in Fuliar's Reign, 
fays, 'they were zot many in former Perſecutions, (Chri- 
ſtianicy had not reached many, - *w # ws ) no, not 
in. that of Dzocleſian, &ec.' {though they were at that 
| time: firv moremmerous, than inTertullian's. age) bur 
'cOre.3z- that Chriſtianity was found only-ina few © iniisc The 
other part which - needs no proof, fince it is granted, 

(and may be without any advantage to him): he at- 

tempts'to prove largely and induſtriouſly-; but by ſuch 
 aimediume as' makes that which is-granted: ro be queſti- 

onable, ſach a one'which ag it is ordered may conclude 

backward, and prove the contrary to what he deſigns. 

That this-may:be manifeſt, let it be obſerved, | that he 

will have uis- take-an- account of the tamber' of Biſhops 

mths Charch-by their appearing in Cowneils; mort or 

fewer; and accordingly judge in ſeveral periods, whe» 

ther they were leſs numerous, and conſequently their 
Dioceſes.larger in former times than afterwards. And 

- to this:-putpole: we need view no other inſtances than 

himfel produces.: At Lawbeſe in Africa there were 906 

Biſhops againſt: Privatus:3 but not ſo many in any 

Council akier (though not a' few are mentioned in that 

dag. $09- i Conntrey)) till the Donatiſts grew numerous d. In 
Spain the Conncil of Elberi# had 19 Biſhops in the be- 
ginning of the 4th. Age, andthe firſt Council of Toledo 

. « had no'more in the beginning (of the age after. But 
F- the following Synods, at 'Suragoſſa,: Gerunda, Nerda, 
©142-557-553 Valentia, Arragon, had not fo 'many e. In France the 
| Gouncil at Fakence had 21 Biſhops in the fourth Age; 


but 
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but thoſe following them; *in'- that and "the after apes 
had till fewer, e#.+ Thar 6f "Kiez, Orange, thie third. 
' of Arles, that dt Angers," that at Tow, and Peres dh 
another at A-les.' For. General Councils; the firſt 'at 
Nice had' 318 Biſhops inthe beginning of che fourth! 
Age, thatat Epheſas above an hundred-yearsafter, had 
but rwo hundred, that at ©:-P.' in the Hatter end of 
the fourth: Age had but” one hwtidred 'apd fifty Bi- 
ſhops, '/ | 2: " | 
, So that if we take account how many Biſhops there 
were of old, as he would have us, by their members iz: 
Concils, there will be more before the middle of the. 
third Age, than in the begitming of the fourth 3 more 
1 the beginning of tlie fourth than in fome part of the 
fifth';' and mote in'the-beginning/ of the-fifth, than in' 

partof the'fixtty$ quite conttary tothe Fhpothe-* 

FA on which he proceeds. Whether by his tv 

he would leadw82o thitik” Diocefer dift' wax and wane 
ſo odly,as it makes Biſhops/to be more or fewer, cannot 
tell. ' However ſince he granits that in” the fourth and” 
fifth Ages Dioceſes were very ſmall-f, and -crirmbled into t pee. 555. 
forall pieces g, (and fo nothing like ours) - there's no 82-6 516- 
capetiion [aan find any larger, if any thing near ſ>-* 
great, in” aty* former ags : unles they can be larger- 
when incomparably fewer Chriſtians belonged to theſe * 
Biſhops 3 which will be no leſs a paradox than the for- - 
mer. -. For-it-cannot but be thought ſtrange, that the 
Biſhops Dioceſe ſhould be greater when his flock was 
undeniably far ſr, And they ſeem not to be' Chriſtian 
*Biſbopricks,. whoſe meaſures muſt be taken by num- - 
bers of Acres rather than of Soxls 5 or by multitudes of 
_ rather _ on tla _ Biſkup ; | 

: He denies not, -that the generality of Biſhops, for a long 
while afterthe Apoſtles, had but pubs re ef to Go- Page 71, 
2ern,” | What then 8: fays be, if the 'Belcivers Wi | 
gre rage 


ps 
they became leſs and lefs and fo were 
crumbled into very little pieces in the 
This is the tendency of his dif 
Dioceſes muſt be ogeſh, when 
but one Congregation 5 but in after .ages 
when he had more Congregations under his inſj 
Dioceſcs were very ſinall If he will ſtand to th 
differences. may be eaſily, compromized, Lethimend 
thoſe of. his perſwaſion, be content with the Dioceſes 
inthe firſt ages, when ke.counts them largeſt 5-and we 
NEVE 108 rang. ws thes 10: the. meaſares 
afth & B., when. in, is account-they: 
&., I VR = very. 


yet let 
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were £1 _—_—_— with warden proper.Presbyx. 
ters 1N a ok or its Territory 3, ſolong as theſe 
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to & City in the 4th. 6, Rk z yet ware 
were extatit in that, or the 

of common cdrcern to thoſe Churches, 5 :Woo 
wr in common by a Presbytery, that is;*the Bi- 
ſhop with the Presbyters of thatPrecinA.' Ferowt Us 
elares it de jure, they ought "to be OT in common, ' 
in communi debert Eccleſiam regere, h it be YHeus 83 


And Felix 3 Biſbop of Tome, (than whom no Bi- 

ſhop was higher, or more abſolute in thoſe times; de- 

Hemel it de «Fo, when he fpeaks of the Presbyters of 

that Church; as AiWſor wer? i the dmmndy Stiver, ruling 

that Church with him. It is the fame' word that the 4 

vertting of Churches by other Biſhops, is expreſſed q 

09 mlews For Faneltin kh hed; diem ixtoames yrs ds Mee 

ander ſaith of + os vera royd nia 

# It Peake no and is aſcribed. 

pay 1+ 1 TT Tertidlian, IE 447 e 39! 
on jews bs ” Hence the iter. if Ep. 3 
y id 1 he nerd ie the 3 for 0 med ik. 4 
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"Wit MY of many Chur- 7 
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ſpeaks of Bafil' when or- is Croſs 
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ſcems not to.queſtion- it; that the Church was 
_— in cournen,; and the  Biſbop was to do rocing of 
ee Sios Bilee without the Presbyters, it is acknowl god 

IJ” Ge ownham, Biſhop 
. bow. Cp Sq it, as thet ka Sbickis Onion accorded by El an- 


4 u Deſc 1 tiquity, that all things in the autient Church were ordered 


w bys. B.:47.,4nd tranſated by the gereral conſent of Precbyters, w- 
Mr. Thorndike proves at large, that the © - p——y of 
x Prim, Go- Churches paſſed in common ;,* x Primate Uſher more fuc- 
Y Reduft, of ly = eficttually. , 5 Add but Dr, Sz. who both 

Fyiſoye5. aſſerts and proves it, z. there was ſtill one Eculeſtaſtical 
z yen. Page ; Senate, whieh, ruled.all: the the. ſeueral Congregations of. thoſe 
354 355- 356: Cities in common, of which.the ſeveral Prezbyters | " the: 

Congregations were eMembers, and in: which the 
atled 4 the. roy of the Sevas, fi fer the better Gene 
pkg the:Gemrchs Bcc. : 

; when. the,Ch refies were {o mayltiplyed 
Wil Ge Tn Territory, as that it was pou, ap to divide 
"4 k puny Bax Pariſhes, and- conſtitute ſeyeral Churches z, 
bo ch Fea way not the ,proper ARuler of Paſtor. of the 


rches in. it, or-of any: 
Por I haPoth WES OE: Churches KO NEE <= 


P redby =o and their ſe- 

2:00 th ol cures and charges ; MDA , peculiar 

" charge) a the Foie TY 'Parih or 

he's = Woes: or, veto 1a The Presbyters 
pron rmed; NG et, and order- 

_eda fin ics PA rn the Church-- 

- 'es Where they: were 1 f Parole that were of 


- more common. ,O0eerP 3 E AE Biſhop and 


Eerobgrers (og ether , and as M1 the. Biſhops 


'Church or Path , he pe Sormed 15h $..admingftred. 
all Ordinances of Worſhip himſe or by Presbyters 


zoyned with him, as Allaſtants, - He was to attend. this 
particular cure conſtantly, be was: nc allqwed to be gb- 
| MY Ent 


pa 


F 
\ - *s av 


C109-Y) 

ferit, no, not under pretence of taking care for ſotne- 
other Church z ifhe had any buſineſs there which par- 
ticularly concerned him, he was to make quick diF- 
patch, and not (xymitw y "IP LEY 

ay there with the negle& of his proper z this 1s all evi- 
12 by a Canon of woos of Carthage a, Rr- pls nadie 
fam placuit ut nemini fit facultas, relita principals Cathe "0" 
dra, ad aliquam Eccleſiam in Dioceſ conſtitutam ſe con- 
ferre, wel in re propria, dintins quant oportet conititutun, 
cnram vel frequentationem proprie Catkedre negligere. Of 
this Church or Pariſh he was the proper Paſtor or Ru- 
ler, called thereia®: Yo®, and elſewhere b dnva whides, b Car.53; 
1n contradiſtinQion to other parts of the PrecinR, called 
here Dioceſes ; and the people of it are called 6xi& aw&- 
by the ancient. Caroniſt c, his proper flock, or people, his c zexa. ia loe. 
own ſpecial charge. This was the particular Charch: ....7 - +: 
urſder his perſonal Government, but he was not Ruler 
of the Precin, 'or any other Churchesin it, fave orily 
in common, and in conjunttion with the: other Preg-; 
bytersz: who jointly took. cognizance of what in his; 
Church or thetts, was of greater or-more! general condi 
ſequence, /anticoncerned the wliolt, and. gave order im» 
is bn cumite alan, 23 8220770] 3 ? {nk 


And while this was the form of Government, if there 
had been as many Churches there, thus aflotiated, ax) 
Optetws inthe fourth age. ſays" there was at Fowt, ior 
far more, they:could not make'a Dioce/ar: Church, un«' 
leſs a Dyoceſan [and a. Presbyteriex Church be alt one. 
For this is plainly a *Presbyterian Church, the avtient = 


V 


Prechyteries differing from! the wodery but in a matter; if! 51 
of. ſrhaller moment; :In'' thoſe: their Pr being” "y 
fixed and conſtant, in'theſe commonly th not is 


ways circular. The Presbyteries/in Seatland compri- - 
ſome twelye, ſome twenty, ſome more Churches, 
ther 


L Wſ9.559- 


Can. 2. S0G.l; 
64h. $ 


In 1 75m, 
MN. In 


(10) 
their Moderators were at firſt, and for ſome years, cir»: 


cular , King James afterwards, Arno 1606 d, would 


have them to-be conſtant, and ſo it was ordered ; yet 
when they were no man ever counted theſe 
Presbyteries to be Dioceſan Churches. The Church of 
Geneva conſiſts of twenty four Pariſhes, governed in 
common by a Presbytery with a Moderator, who is 
ſometimes changed, ſometimes continued for Life. 
Calvin was Preſident while he lived, yet that of Geneva 
1s-not wont to be taken for a Dioceſan Church, Nor 
were thoſe antient Churches ſuch, while they were - 


governet, not by one Biſhop, but-by # Sexate of Pres- 


byters where he preſided 3 as in the Council of Conſtar- 
thople all _ in the Province are ſaid, to be governed, 
Ee 


not by the eMetropolitan, but by the Provincial Sy- 
nod:e; 4th X , | 
Fi 4 the Presb te are in the antient Church ac- 


knowl to have had the the keys, both: as 
to:the muniftration of the Sacraments, and 
the exerciſe of Government and cenſures; This power they 
exerciſed either jointly in- conjundton with che Biſhop: 
and Senate of Presbyters z or diſtiz&ly -in the particu« 
lar Churches whereof they had the charge. The for- 
ner [ CR and | —- bs 

ay ny ons cre ground to queſtion;x - 
ferzif ſonaps werenot Sreyeduoraboths prattice of their 
own times; 'than'the principles and declarations of the 


antients. Chryſofbone aſcribes toPresbyters., not only 


there #4 but little | difference. be- 
twixt-thew, ſays he; for: they are ordained: both to: the 

10M ark «(ci 007 00 (1  1$each» 
1247 


C1) 


ſtate, and is as 


Tir dixaylybu {wvour wheres þ-:- and ſpeaking 
fays, it was wonderful, that be peanng to be 


3 axynins warn Vow, ſhould be born at fach a tine, Tk iis A Hom, 


ophbila# makes the, difference as little between Biſhop ** 
and Presbyters, and aſcribes as much power to the 


later, almoſt in the ſame words & tones op 


clares egmaies, juriſdiction to belong to.every Presby- 


= againit as: Elehe-rfpecitl by, ws eſatban two Witneſ 117m. 


hor maſt admitted, becanſe he- having - aaug/ac ecypriies, 


i often grieving Delinquents,. the y being ill affetted to 
him, mille 92.02 to: bring: felſe accufations. And this is 
the.hwre. included; is the. P Office, 4. aerrupr 
zo x00-Mganrceirs gin - as adore ſpoalks and 


much more to that prpaſim., And belidesmany othes m 0147.1; 
paſlages of like import, the Title of Governours is all 


en-to Presbyters.;, and 
al the; expreſſions, which: agnifie Authority, and, Go- 
agar rye are-aſcribed to. -. Thereby tho. that 
ould curtail their, powers, and make it. no-more'ofold 
rw it 1s.00w, are. nata littleencumbred.; \to.extricate 
themſclves: a- diſtinRian..is, deviſed, of 4;power iuterneb 
and; external. the formes. they, will, allowna na Predbyeers 
inbeir-reſpetiveChurches; northe later, 
Rat this; ie-deviſed; to:difentangle: themſelves, md 


a. long in antient- Wixers, 


onag. olngcrorres þ Agha rad Now that «er 
1 ng or preſidemtians cums . pote- 


Chryſoſtowe bones be ; he tells us the Apoſtle "Pax had 
* olxugd/ne axyrnudian, g which he elſewhere of Aloe by y £181 comes 
"os 8 % 2 cons | 


nment of the Church , _ in the exerciſe of 


—_—_ 


lve the deviations and. mhary ary of later. times, - 


mi bene wn Go ln do, Fo 
the: bigbeſt/a@1 Jextemnel-power of 
18-Cxeommtrrigat ion 


poweriof old, oor aQ.of that powes-will, 'os can. 


$:4xd ththis Was'tp-the, Pregbyters: 


" ( 112.) 
Th reaſon be denied hails Sap this the 2titients aſcrib> 


* p 44 Hiliode- ta then; So Ferome, \n Abd ante *Precbyterune ſeleft 
| Fam, Kon licet, il? fr pectauers licet me tradere ſatane ad inters. 
 ritnm carnis, ut ſpirits ſalons fit. Chryſoſtonme threat- 
**, ned ſome of his Auditory, while he was a Presbyter, 


wy to Excommunicate-them, imzgdow nolme Uxir Thy iseoy mira 
' © Hom. 17, '# GhClnas #cyWorar,; o to wayeall of like nature inſiſted on 
Marth. ', by others; Fuitinian in the 6th. Age ſighifies plainly; 
thatnot only Biſhops, bat*Presbyters. might Excommu- 

nicate Offenders, - in his Conſtitations he forbids Biſhops 

and *Presbyters to exclude any from Communion, till juch 

ranſe was declartd, for which the Canons appoivted it to 

be dont, '*io'} role hondwor »; rgaoforleys draypdiiely, <poritin 

va mn '#&\a; xanoies, &c, and will. have the ſentence of 
Excommunication reſcinded, which was paſſed by *Biſhops 

p Novel. 123+ of *Presbyters without cauſe. p In the Code both Biſhops 
_ and Clergy-are forbid to Excommunicate jn certain ca- 
ſts, arid then- mentions the caſes for» whioh' they* muſt 

rot; © dpegiten' Þ drabunnnifar ++ ads HGr muivy bquroe, of 

qLe2"45, $42: though they had betn avcuitorwe#to'31;"1 'q' © 24:71 
2+ Tit. de Epiſc: k ; TOW 13) Df 3 ' ON e7 TS | dt 
& Gini | Now while Ptcsbyters had -#hiz'power there could 
be lo Drocefſerr Churches, ' whether - they” exerciſed- tt im 

common, 2s Was ſhewed before, or particularly in their” 

ſeveral Churches, as will now be'made apparent ; For 

by virtue' of theſe/powers the Presbyters-were really 


' 


Brſhops; ugh they had not alwayes the Title, yea 
they Hoea Biſhops, as a Leword *Prelati#t obſerves, 


by the antienteſt' Authors, Clemens, Ignatins, Tirtullian, 
r Thornd. Prim. y{tfd hive frequently the Names and Ties which ſome 
Govers. F4&« wweggld appropriate to Biſhops, and which the Fathers 
"+ wſetgexprefithe Officcof Biſhops by, -oemaic Preje- 
Ide. ſervice. tf, Atifite3;> Priefdenrtes, (8c. And ſo-there was as 

ſervice. foth, , oy | | 

Fee. 53. Thairy Buhops"teally-in every Dioceſe; ag" there were: 
pattieular-Chireh 'and Presbyrers there's Ald wel! 


may 


Care) 
May they. be ſaid to be —— finee they were 
wr yery- {ane Office 0 Koi 4" this \antient 
-Churchz were not' a:ſuperionr Predbytery, \but 
had only a Precedency in, YT etbe ſame rw \Thus" fome 
of the moſt judicious and-learned Defenders of Epi 

pacy aflert.. And thoſe who hold that Patriarchs, Me- 
tropolitans and "Bifhops differed not 'in' Order, "bur\in 
degree only, which-is'the common opinion of Eviepdt 
Dzvines, and yet contend that Biſhops and: Presbyters 
were of a different order,ill never-be able to prove it. 
The difference they aſſign between "Biſhops and Me- 
tropolitans' is, that 'thefe preſeded-in'Sywods, and had 2 
principal imtereit in Ordinations, and. ke more did the 
preeminence of aritient: Biſhops, diſtinguiſbmg- them 
from Presbyters amount to ? It confiſted in nothing 
material but their preſdency in Presbyteries, and their 
power 'in Ordinations:- | This: laſt is moſt infiſted 'on, 
as making the:difference:wider, '|between-theſe than-the 
other. Put: wath little reaſon: all: things conſidered. 
For thoſe to be ordained, / were firſt to be examined and 
approved by the Presbyters, wth EMA; N,chegmveiiuony arndk P 
eIedefer xAneuir brayatirrer t, the ordaining of one to the « Thepbilus 
Predbytery ' was to. be' Jnp v) 1g/ pee v6 wigs 9-1) Tt — 
wag a crime for which the greateſt Bill inthe World \ oy Conf 
was cenſurable, to: preferr _ or -make Ordinations tt. (ib. 8.c« 


ads Gur Ty KAnpe, EO appears y, what Chryſo ſteme- Was ibs 


accufed of, though it.is hke w, and this is counted _ cþ 
by ſome-the fe .af Qrdination; wherein the Pres-: 13-7 P46-25. 
byters had no. lels ſhare: , wa ſay: nb more) than the þ= _ wk 
Biſbop. And in 7poſing hands, which was: the Rite 
of Ordaining, the Presbyters were to concurr with the 
Biſhop,. for which :there. 1s better Authory yy than the 
Canon. of an African Council, for faith a very learned 
Doifor x, to this pmrpoſe, the lgying on off the hands: of the * i 0-2 
Precbytery Y, # no ways > a alleagetl, ce y1 Tim. 1. 


(#82 
1am ns ps hiceefe if the 
- cg wes to do in the Ordination, to what 
Es f pts Bene ly to be 
t » - te fpgnifie their conſent ? Both 

hes Seek hve done without their uſe of that Cere- 

FOLIA which will yd be inſtanced in, to be done by 
but ſuch, as had power to conferr what was fenifged 
that Ceremany. And: diverſe inſtances are brought by 
the /axe hard to {hew that Ordinations by Presbyters 

zZp48- 379 was valid in the antient Church s, 


But if the Presbyters had been quite excluded from 
Ordination, and this power had been intirely referved 
to the Biſhops, yet this would not be ſufficient to con- 
ſtitute them a ſuperiour Order. For the Rite of Or- 
—_ on, ht di bei Enos 
gurifdich t it did not 1 ur antes 
Ordairier 3 none aetktey in the prac- 
tice of the Antient | mages than for ma rem; 
lower Degree and Station, to Ordain their Superi- 
ours. - 


While there was no more diſtance betwixt Biſhop 
| and Presbyters but only in Degree, ſo that as the Bij- 
ſhop was but prima Presbyter, ( as Hilary under the 

1 nim.A- name of Ambroſe, and others a3 or Primicerins as Op- 
9 f EL Adreoyry Civilian to be Tp4nv & 
id. in bt er, {0 the Presbyter was a ſe- 
Dag x." ies Jdrrigs Sylwees, ag) reel As the 
| "Biſhop was ſummut ſacerdos, in the ſtyle of Tertulian 

* -and others, that is, cheif_ Presbyter, & the Presbyter 

was Biſhop a degree lower 3 not that he had leſs pa ral 
power, | hut becauſe he wanted that degree of dignity or 
preeminence, for which the other was ſtyled chief. 
As the Preter Urbanus was called Maxine, pon 

| a 


(113) . Mi 
had no more Power thanthe other, Pretorum iden erat E 
, eademe poteſies c, but only ſome more privi- e Bediz. lik. 
ledge and dignity, dignitete ceteros anteibat 6 6, 
maximus dicebatur d, and the dex» immu, at i 4 Feb. is wks 
was *Pretor maximus, yet all the reſt were pares poteſta- *«jm- | 
et e ; *Biſbops and Presbyters had iden miniiterinm as « 1614. 
Jerome,, 4 Ordinatio, as F'olary f, they were of the & is « tan. 4, 
ſame Order and Office, had the ſame power, the 
of the Keys, all that which the Scriptere makes tial 
to a *Biſhop. While it was thus, there could be no Die. 
ceſan Churches, that is, no Churches conſiſting of many 
Congregations which had but ove Biſhop only. 


* 
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"post- "SCRIPT. 


- a notable miſtake .in-the Aithir,-of 

No Evidence for Dioceſan. Chutches (as 
Cribed. to one who'owns -it- not) abaut. wen, 
which:4 .f@ppoſe he would have! Tranſlated: 
Ten Thouſands definitely; but there i it:is retdred 
deft, thoufends; as we are:wont to expreſs 
2-great |. many;i when. the; preciſe; -number-is. 
not known. Thoſe | who [undesſtand; [the 
Language, and have obſerved the uſe of the 
Word;will be farr from cohthting this a fault : 
and.thoſe wha view the. paſſage will coun it; 
itolerable, ! 26 reader it 'ds..thas, Geneleman, 
would haveit..';'Fhat of iditiew Biſhop. of = 
P. may, ſatishe/ any concerningthe ithpbre-and! 
uſe. of "he word, who {ending niofiy for xhe; 
releif of. theipeos 8 Nia w.Goldpire, :htrthug 


Writes, 


A "Lite Wricer profits he-has detec, 


F 


Poſt-ſcript. 
VWIItes, (Sadr par/er to 1H mee erence ity ot ff gre 
Menr bake: Mietu: Ht abgn 1 BIG, | # diets Puts dra; 
where he tells him that by ws he undectiunde 
a multitude whoſe nncades he did aot- 
know, thus (i. e. indefinitely ) is the word 
moſt frequently uſed by Greek Writers, and 
particularly by Euſebig the Atthor of the 
paſſage cited. So he tells us, Nero killed his 
Mother, -his Brothers, his Wife, ow? daais proglotes 
of her Kindred : And Zinutheud of Gaza/he 
ſays, 'ihdurod wile: Bon | Many more might 
be added, whete the word is: not rendred by 
the beſt 'Tranſlacors ( pur »S « particulicty Þ 
ten'thouſand; bur Rtill-. Gorkave Tre 
lix-ot infixti,” or ſexcenti, 8&c. Norhave:T\met 
with/ one inſtance ( though poſib ad wee 
way be ſome) in him where iris uſe ns 
preſs ——— Jones * by 

_ 


| Howerer it had been an ppt ery I 
jary to Enſebins, to have rendret it focimrhiy: 
place; if he would have detuded che Wort: 
with/a' rtioft palpable' omeruth, which both 
he, and all men acquainted wich the Raws'of 
che Church in thoſe cimes, know: ro -be fo. 
For e-chs make him Fagrs that may” Sod 

t OPS. 


Fon. 

ſhops met.jia Councel, ar. Awtioch in. the third 
Age. ; when as he never knew a Synod of 
fix huadred Biſhops in the fourth Age, while 
he lived ;. though then Biſhops. were faxc 
more numerous, and had all encouragement 
to meet in greateſt numbers. This makes 
him fignifie , that ten thouſand Biſhops al- 
ſembled in the skirts of the Eaſt part of the 
Empire : When as their was not near fo ma+ 
ny (this Gentleman is concerned to maintain 
there was not one thouſand) in the whale Chri- 
ſtiaa World. | 


This is more than cnough to ſhow that 
there is ſufficient warrant to - Tranſlate wie, 
Thouſands more than once; chough that it is 
in that diſcourſe (which he Riles « hittle Pam» 
- phlet) ſo (tranſlated more then once, is-ano- 
ther of his miſtakes. And a third (all intwo 
lines) is that the Author grounds his Argu* 
ment on it,” Whereas thoſe that view: the 
| paſlage, and the occaſion of it, will ſee it had 
been morefor his advantage to have tranſlas 
ted it ten thouſands, He that can allow him+ 
{elf to write at this rate, may eaſily be volus 
migous, and 'look too big to bedelpiſed, as a 
writer of little Pamphlets, The 
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Ls Mothcais vim page 5 Wire Ma, 
Yented tothe" by MIB: that'p Þ conedtns 
Alexandtia is bere added; hee it "hes Ap how 
much-it- * —T and how far ES w_ an- 


'- For: IEedudria it Was the greateſt FOI in 
the Empire next to Rome, wpin of Thu" Pola) # why, 
ſays *Joſephus *de bello Judaic lib, Fc. ult. And | Epi- 
PU fees an/accoint of many Qhurches'in 

& to ſeyeral Precbyters, Viz, |beſides 
Colon finiſhed by Athanaſius, that: of Dionyſr- 
' #5, Theonas, Piers, Serapion, Perſeas , _ 
Maundidiily , *Anhianas'; Biakcals, addi 
Haves” &5: 9; page 181- This 'rotwith y ems 
Thae the Chri ians at "Alexandria which keld 
Odmiviinion with Athanaſis,- might -and Yjd 
meer togerherin/brie rs. he himſelf de! 


clates erty hes 4 Apology 'to Conftithis! 


pape- 5 fg: "Edit, Commetin. Anno 1 661, 
They Foc ſlags iggo0 large to eranſcribe of 
tranſlate, hi: is 'oÞit. ' He beitg Ac: 


willed: for" aſſembling! the. People: 1h" the great 
Churchbeforeit was-dedicated-\(*gir awrku* mew 

aw) makes''this-part:of this defence.” * The 
; fconfluongo biel. ePeoplene cloPkſcbed ſoletn- 


' 1- nity 


*- 7 3b 
eo 


» 


«© ral afſemblies ( & «4% 4 temirer.) the-orher 
© Churches were ſo litcle and Rrair, that they- 
© would have been.in danger of ſuffering by 
© the crowd, nor would the univerſal harmo- 
© gy and concurrence of the People have been 
< fo vilible.and effectual, if they had mer in 
© parcels. Therefore he appeals ro him, whe- 
© ther it was hot better for the whole multi- 
©tude to meet in that great Church (being a 
© place large enoughco receivethem Nw a 
© G7 @ adv more $f dovaure Nee miaTas, Us aww ewnrNin)and 
©c0 have a cacurrence of all the people with 
cone VOICe ( *Tlw* avtlu" wv} cvupori'as of Nawy wHvuX Thu 
< rw.) For & ſays he according to our Savi- 
© yiours promik, ” where two ſhall agree as 
©rouching any hing,it ſhall be done for them 
© of my. Father, &c. How prevalent will be 
©the one voice of þ numerous a People aſſem- 
© bled:together andaying Amen to God? Who 
{therefore would n& wonder,who would not 
.coudt-it:2 happinels to.ſce fo great a People 
{mer-rogether in.onevlace? And how did the 
people rejoice to bed one anorher, wheres. 
©2a5 formerly they aſlerhled in ſeyeral places ? 
-  Hereby; ir. is evident charin the middle of 
. the fourths: ID Chriſtians ar Alexan- 
1: 


dria, 


*y. 4 i 
. __ — bY . my 
% ' f. 
- - 
- 


©-nity was-fo great that if they had metinfeve-.  * 


SS 


Þ Tos nbick were wane p75 7 UNE 
ſeveral aſſemblies; were no more than bne 
Church might and did contain, ſo as they 
could all join at once in the Worſhip of God 
and concurre in one Amen. 

He-tells him alſo that Alexander bis Prede- 
ceſfor,(who died Ar. 325)did as much as he in 
like circumſtances, viz. aſſembled the whole 
- multitude in one Church before i it Was dedica- 
ted, pag. 532. 

This ſcems clear enough, bur being -capa- 
ble of another kind of proof which may be no 
 lels fatisfaftory, let me add tharalſo. This 

City was by Strabo his deſcription of it, xa? 
«I; nf jus like a Soldiers Coat, whole lengeir 
at either ſide was almoſt 3% Furlongs,: its 
breadth ar either end 7 or 8 !urlongs, : Geogr: 
; lib. 17. pag.'546. fo thgwjole compaſs wid 
be leſs than ten Miles. A chid-or fourth par 
of this. was taken up wirchpublick Buildings, 
Temples, and Royal Palces, x n 5 ziwenuly, 
we 74 x01d rgoouge 314 Badiante.; rt © 2 Tg 5% made mer 
Sax wie ibid. rewvo Milesind half or three and 
a quarter is thus diipoſd of. - I take this-20 
be that Region of tþ City which Epiphanius 
calls Cyx-1000, (where he zlls us, WAS the fa amous 


wiwey- of Prolomeus Philadelphas) and ms 


A. great part of = City" ws 
Jews, nc apices pgs whG wi rep Ro 
indefinitely,” as! Joſephm:quotes/ hina; Ht 
Jud. 1.144. 018. Odbervrels ubriibre pod 
ally, their ſhare was rwo of th&five diviſions 


(Uſbe rs Amnals Latm, wr oc} 059) THU) many 


of ark hadtheir: 
vifivns, yecthey Parry atom rr 
themſelves, and chivis: (lhuppo ) the 5iwG-16- 
which © Joſephus: 0 faicke7;/:t the *Siictellors 'of 
Alexander Jer aparc/ ſorter (dhe; dadedts, ' befſo 
Jud. 1. ap > z1 {2(Finkd we te alieady' hoy 
6 or 7: makes's cthe/1 o welew tiken "Phe 
greateſt parv &; rhe Citizens! (av at? Rome acid 
Sher Civies): a the begi -Þf che 4h. ge 
were bleathengpiQulierwiſe us reng td | 
the Giryzwlnvs, i 1 Arhanofhul” $4irtl. is broifght1n 
thusvexclaiming by! | Jerdng Tat; Paut.' þ. £53: 
Ve remade jo es pots i Vete 
va nbgoivitaomerett rn rs Jo 
eonflibxere, 860: Uhr bebop 
the prevailing party to be guilty.7 Br "* n 
luppte them equa, and their proportion half 
he'3./0r 4 Ri topo nr , 'Lerthe reſt 
be divided el tie Orthodox, the Arrians, 
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wes”: me tio: dos mention qr. 
St arphriohes ors. and 2. wi 
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(iſe may” judge of 
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